
CONGRESSIONAL .REO.ORD-SENATE. JANUARY 16, 

proTement 'As ociation, all or- San Francisco, Cal., favoring Also, petitions of Charles H. Bohrer and George Kuntzman,. 
House· bill 5139, the Hamill civil-service retirement bill; to the of Boonville; Anton G. ·Jochim, of Mariah Hill~ Rev. C. G. 
Committee on Reform in the Civil Service. . Kettelhut, of. Moun.t Vernon; and the St. Joseph's Society, by 

AJ o, petition• of San Francisco Camp, No. 4, National Indian George Bischof, president, and _ Engelb~t Schnellenberger, sec
War Yeterans, favoring the passage of House bill15402, Keating retary, of St. Meinrad, all in the State of Indiana, in favor of 
bilt to place Indian war: veterans who served from 1865 to legislation to prohibit the shipment from the United States of 
18Dl on the regular Indian war T"eteran pension roll of' earlier munitions of w.arto a belligerent nation; to the Committee on 
date; to the Committee on Pensions. Foreign Affairs. 

Also, petitions of George F. Muench, Dietrich Krauser E. J. By M1·. LINDBERGH: Petition of citizens of Paynesville, 
Weaxer, A. C. Schmidt and Johanne Kruse, of El Monte·; George Minn., protesting against the shipment of arms to the warring 
Hess, Charles H. Guenther, C. F. Guenthe-r, and· William H. nations; to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 
Guenther, of .Pasadena, Cal., faToring the adoption of House Also, petition of citizens of Bertha, MinD:., protesting against 
joint resolution 377, to prohibit the· shipment of munitions of shipment of ar.ms to warring nations~ to the Committee on 
war to the belligerent countries of Europe; to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 
FOreien Affairs. Also; .petitions of citizens of Cuss Lake, Clear Water, South 

By Mr. BRITTEN: Papers to ::tecomJ)::tny bill for pension. to .Haven, Elrosa, and Pierz; Minn., protesting against the ship-
Sallie E. Gilkeson; to the Committee on Invatld Pensions. _ ment tof arms and munitions of war· to warring nations; to the 

By 1\lr. BURKE of Wisconsin: Petitions signed by John 'Committee on Foreign Affairs. · 
llogle ·, William Behling, jr., and 76 other citizens of the city By Mr. l\IA.GUIRE of Nebraska: Petition of 57 citizens of 
of Watertown, Wis., asking 'for the passage of Sem1te bill ·6688. 1Liruwln, Nebr., :'avoring. passage of Hous~ joint resolution .377, 
or· any similar measure, to levy an embargo on all contrab~nd ILlative to export of war material by the- United States; to 
of war, save foodstuffs only; to the Committee· on Fore1gn !the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 
Affairs. · By Mr. 1\L.\l?ES: PeUtions of citizens of· Grand Rapids, Mich., 

By :\1r. CRAMTON: Petitions: of John Graf and 48 others, of !favoring the passage of House joint resolution 377, relative to 
Union Tille; G. F. Wacker and 133 others, of Pigeon; Henry shipment of war material by the United States; to the Com
Gebhardt, of .Minden City; F. P. Gerlach and 29 others, of .mittee· on Fot~eign Affairs. 
Macomb County; Adolf Matthes, of Sebewaing; Charles Pagel By Mr. J. I. KOLAN: Resolutions of the Petaluma Central 
and John Pagel, of Sandusky; and William F. Junke, of Good- .Labor Counail, of Petaluma, Cal., favoring the passage of H. R. 
rich, all in the State of Michigan, in support of House· joint '5139, to pro¥ide-for the Tetirement of superannuated civil- ervice 
resolution 377, proposing to prohibit cxportation .oi arms, etc.; employees; to the. Committee on Reform in the Civil Service. 
to · the Committee on Foreign Affairs. j Also, resolutions of three fraternal organizntions in the city 

By Mr. DALE: Petition of Gas Engine & Power Co. and of San .Francisco, Cal.,. comprising a membership of 450 citizens, 
Cha Ies L. Seabu.ry'&. Co., protesting against the passage of the ,favming the passage of H. R. 5139, to provide 'for the retire
Alexander bill (H. R. 1 666); to the Committee on the Mer- •ment of superannuated civil-service employees; to the Com-
chant Marine and Fisheries. lillittee on Reform in the Civil Service. 

Ry Mr. DAl~ORTH: Petition of Mr. Fr. Bruckmaie~- and · By Mr. REILLY of 'Vfsconsin: Petition- of !\len's Bible Class 
25. others, of Attica and Batavia, N. Y., protesting against vio- or Oshkosh, Wfs., 900· names, asking for the passage of H. R. 
lations of the pirit of neutrality in connection wJth the war in.J 377, relative to shipment of wa:r. material; to the· Committee on 
Europe; to the Committee- on Foreign Affairs. ,Foreign Affiitrs. 

Also petition of Knights of St Theodore, Rochester, N:· Y., By Mr. SINNOTT: Petition of Baker County (Oreg.) Union-
a·gainst export of arms to Europe·; to the Committee on ForelgnJ o'f the Farmers~ Educational and Cooperative Union· of America, 
Affairs. f.a:voring rural credit legislatiGn; to the Committee on AgricuJ

By l\!r. DILLON: Petition of citizens of Hutchinson County 'ture. 
s. Dak., favorlng House joint res.olution 377; to fol'bid export of By 1\Ir. J. :M. C. SMITH: Protest of" COldwater ~Connell, No. 
arms; to the Committee on Foreign Affuirs. 452~ United Commercial Travelers, of Coldwater, Mich., against 

By Mr. DIXO~: Petition· CJf 140 business men of fourth con- advancing passenger rates by railroads; to the Committee on 
O'res ional d1 trict of Indiana, favoring .Honse bill 5308, to tax Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 
~ail-order hou es; to the · Co~ttee on .Ways and Means. Also, petition of Adam Ehrman and 171 citizens':of Kala-

By Mr. DONOHOE: Memorial of 1\Ian-ufactnrers' qJub of Ehil- Illllzoo, 1\!icb:., favoring . S. 6688, to nrohibit sale of arms alid 
adelphia, relative to amendment to the-present tariff laws; to ammunition to belligerent nations; to the-Committee on Foreign 
the Committee on Ways and Means. Affairs. 

By 1\lr. ESC:S:: Mem?rial of E~angelical Lutherans of St. By 1\Ir. ~liTH of Xew York.: Petition of B-ethel . Baptist 
Peters cong~~gation, D~rchester, ~Is., an~ Geor~e A. Walz and.: Church,. of Buffalo, and Federation of Gernnm Catholic So-
245 other citizens of Norwalk, WI~., nrgmg legi-slation to pro- cieties of.Ruffalo, N. Y., favoring passage of re olution to pre
hibit the exp?rtation of w~r mate~mls from the United States; T"ent shipment of war material to Europe; to the Committee· 
to the Ooamuttee on For~1gn A.tra~s:. on F·ore.ign .Aff"airs. · 

By ,Mr. GILMORE: Petition of c1vilian clerks of !he Quarter.- .Bv Mr. VOLLMER : Petition of st. Boniface Society, of 
master C~rps, favo:I~g ·. the p~ssage of Senate bill 6882.; to Lyons, Iowa, favoring passage of House j9int resolution .377, pro
the Comrmttee on Mihi"t\ry Aft'airs. hibitin.O' the export of war materials· to ·the Committee on For-

A! o memorial of Boston (Mass.) Marlne Society, protesting eign Affair~ " · 
against the passage of House· bill 18666; to the-Committee on· ' ...,. 

- the Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 
·By Mr. GRAHAM of Pennsylvania: Petition· of the Pennsyl

vania Arbitration and Peace Society~ relatiTe to strict neutrality 
by· the United States; to the Committee on Foreign .Affitirs~ 

By Mr. GREENE of Vermont: Memorial of Bennington ( Vt;) 

SENATR _ 

SATUBDAY, J' anuary 16, 1915: 
Board of Trade, urging passage of 'House•blll 19434, for the -im
provement of the Narrows of Lake Champlain; to the Commit-

(Legislative day of Friday, J anua1:11 15~ 1915:) 

tee on Rivers and Harbors. . 
By 1\lr. KOXOP·: Petition of citizens of Appleton, Wis., and· 

otnbe ninth congressional district of Wisconsin: favoring Hons9' 
joint resolution ~77, to forbid shipment of arms·· to Europa; to 
the• Committee on Foreign Affhirs. 

The Senate reassembled at ll o'clock a. m.,. on the expiration 
of the recess. 

Mr. S:\IOOT. 1\Ir. President, tbere .are only half.. a dozen Sen
ators in. the Chamber. r therefore . suggest the. absence of. :t 
quorum. 

By Mr. LIEB: Petitions of W. Ed Mathis, Joseph Schaefer; 
J.Ohn F. Land, John F. Baker,. A. H. Kattman, John· P. Mied
reich, Clarence F. Whiting, Carl P. GI.·immeissen, C. A. Lefler, 

The VICE PRESIDE~"'T. The Secretary will call .tlie roll. 
The Secretary. called the roll, and. the following Senators an.~ 

swered.to .their naii:les: 
Albert F. Horn, John H. Borgman, John Hudson, Philip A. Bankhead 
Hoelscher, E. J. Miller, Edward M~.- Schaefer, A. C. Richardt, ~~;~~ 
William E. Wilson, Louis H. Moser, J.ohiL F. Richardt, John A. Burleigh 
Schaefer, Cal'l Lauenstein, George J. Stockmeyer, Peter· Hass, Bmtoni 
Oscar E. Rahm, Harry 0. Dodson, W . .E. Willis, William P. Cham~rlain 
Miedreich, Sidney Craig, Charles F. Forster, A.-L. Rose~ Heney - g~~!r~lo. 
Bernhnrdt, all of EvansvUie, Ind., and· L. T. Freeland;· of ,Dllllilgham · 
Princeton, Ind. favoring Hamill bill for -retirement otJaged. and Fl)~t:et;: 
infirm Government employees ·; to the Committee on Reform in ~ltch!o":~e 
the Civil Service. Hollis 

Hughes 
James 
Johnson... 
Jones 
·Kenyonr 
Kern 
La Follette 
Lane 
Lea, Tenn.. 
Lippitt 

· Lod<>e · 
McLean 
Nelson 

O'Gorlll1ln: 
Owen. 
Page 
Perkins 
Ra'n dell 
Robinson 
Saulsbury 
Shafrotb 
Sheppard 
Shively 
Slmmons · 
Sniltb, Ga. 
Smith, Md. 

Smoot · 
Sterling
Swanson 
Thomas 
Thompson 
TiloJ•nton 
Vardaman 
Wt>eks 
White. 
Werks 

,. I 
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Mr. LANE. I wish to announce that the Senator from Minne

sota [Ur. CLAPP] and the Senator from Arizona [Ur. AsHURS'r] 
are unavoidably detained on business of importance. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Forty-nine Senators have answered 
to the roll call. There is a quorum present. 

.MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 
A message from the House of Representatives, by J. C. South, 

its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had passed a bill 
(H. R. 4899) to fix the standard barrel for fruits, vegetables, 
and other dry commodities, in which it requested the concur
rence of the Senate. 

ENROLLED BILL AND JOINT RESOLUTION SIGNED. 
The message also an.itounced that the Speaker of the House 

had signed the following enrolled bill and joint resolution, and 
they were thereupon signed by the Vice President: 

II. R. 6060. An act to regulate the immigration of aliens to 
and the residence of aliens in the United States; and 

H. J. Res. 234. Joint resolution directing the selection of a 
site for the erection of a statue in Washington, D. C., to the 
memory of the late Maj. Gen. GE.orge Gordon .Meade. 

DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA APPROPRIATIONS. 
The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the con

sideration of the bill (H. R. 19422) making appropriations to 
provide for the expenses of the government of the District of 
Columbia for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1916, and for other 
purposes. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The pending question is one which 
has an aspect to it wholly disassociated from the question of 
the propo ed amendment. It is a new question in the Senate of 
the United States. It may arise again. If there is no objection, 
the Chair would like to read into the RECORD, uot for the pur
pose of controlling "the conduct of Senators nor for the purpose 
of influencing the vote but as a matter of information, if the 
question should ever arise again and this RECORD is looked up, 
that Senators may have all the light and information on the 
subject, an excerpt from a new work on parliamentary law pre
pared by Thomas B. Neely, of the Methodist Episcopal Church. 
If there is no objection, the Chair would like to put it in simply 
as a matter of information for the future use of the Senate of 
the United States. 

1\fr. SMOOT. Would the Chair object to the Seeretary read
ing it at this time? 

The VICE PRESIDID\T. The Chair is simply asking permis
~ion· of the Senate to have what Mr. Neely says upon the ques
tion of the suspension of the rules put in the RECORD, not for 
the purpose of controlling this question but that if it arises in 
the future Senator3 may have the document at band to discuss 
the question. 

Mr. SIMMONS. Mr. President--
Mr. SMOOT. I should like to have the Secretary read it, if 

the Chair does not object. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair wanted to read it, if 

there was no objection. 
Mr. SIMMONS. I was just going to supplement the sugges

tion of the Senator from Utah by saying that it might well be 
read to us in the consideration of the particular matter now 
pending. 

1.'he VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair will read it. There has 
just been issued a work by Bishop Thomas B. Neely of the 
:Methodist Episcopal Church-- ' 

Ur. SIMMONS. I do not mean to suggest that the Chair read 
it, but that the Secretary read it. Of course the Chair can read 
it, if he likes. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair prides himself on his 
reading qualities. · 

Mr. SIMMONS. I know the Chair is a good reader. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. This is what the author bas to say 

on tlle suspension of the rules : 
. Sometimes the regular rules of the body interfere with the transac

tion of business desired by the House at .a particular moment and 
the House invoke.:; a method of temporarily suspending the force' of a 
particular rule until the matter in question is presented considered 
an~ act~d upon. Then the rul.e immediately comes into force again. ' 

~be. difficulty is met by movmg .the suspension of the obstructing rule. 
ThiS 1s done by a Member securmg the floor and · saying "I move to 
sus pen~ th~ rule (or rules)," specifying the rule or rule~ intended, or 
by sayrng, I move the rule (or ru1es) be suspended" 

'l'he. motion qan not ~e deba~ed, and can not be amended or have :my 
subsidwry ~ot10n apph~ to ~t. For example, it can not be laid on 
the tnple . 01 postponed mdefimtely. A vote on the motion can not be 
reconsidered. In Congress a motion to suspend the rules for the 
~arne purpose can not be ·renewed the same day; in ordinary societies 
It may be renewed after an adjournment tbou"'h the next meetin"' be 
held the ~arne day. It is not in order w'ben the body is actin()' uiider 
!1 suspen~JOn of t~e rul.cs. Ne.ither is it while the previous question 
IS opet·atJnt?. Deliberative bodies usually strtte in their code of rules 
what vote 1s necessary to suspend the rules, and provide that it shall 

exceed a mere maJority; for E'xample, that it shall be two-thirds or 
three-fourths.. The common usage is to r~quire a two-thirds vote. 
" The rule m the. United States House of Representatives is that 

No rnJc s~all be suspended except by a vote of two·thirds of the 
Members voting, a quorum being present." 

Some have held that unless the rules of the body provide for their 
own suspension they can not be suspended unless by general or unani· 
mous consent, b~t the common practice is to permit the suspension of a 
rule by a two-thuds vote. 

Good judgment should be used in introducing the motion to suspend 
for Its too frequent use tends to the destruction of the binding force of 
the r!Jles. If the rules are suspended on any or every pretext they 
practically rease to be rules. ' 

Mr. SHEPP ... illD. Mr. President, I think it is proper to call· 
attention to the fact that the author does not state the entire 
condition in the House of Representatives: 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from Texas will nn
derstan~ that ~he Chair is not taking any part in the discussion 
no; tr~ng to mfiuence tp.e vote or to make an argumenf; but 
~Is I;>ei?g a new work on parliamentary law, he is simply put
ting It mto the REooRD, so that hereafter Senators may know 
where to find it. -

Mr. SHEPPARD. I understand that.- I wanted to call at
tention to the fact that in the House of Representatives

Mr. JAMES. Regular order, Mr. President. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from Texas bas the 

right to proceed, in view of what the Chair did. 
Mr. SHEPPARD. The Senator from Kentucky is pursuing 

the same revolutionary tactics that have characterized his side 
of this matter all the way through. 

Mr. JAMES. I am pursuing no revolutionary tactics at all. 
I call for the t•egulnr order, which I have always understood 
un.der the rules of the Senate is perfectly legitimate. I do not 
think the Senator from Texas ought to be quite so touchy when 
the rules are im·oked. 

Mr. SHEPPARD. Yes; but the Senator does not show a 
spirit of fair play; that is what I intended to say. · 

Mr. JAMES. I am showing a public spirit of fair play, be
cause I want to go to a discussion of the question. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Just one moment. 
Mr. SHEPPARD. A matter has been introduced here which 

pu~ports to ~ustain one side of a question before this body, and 
It IS not. fair play to deny me the privilege of answering. I 
have a ngbt--

.The VICID PRESIDENT. Just a moment. Languaae of that 
kmd can not be permitted in the Senate of the Unitede States. 

Mr. SHEPPARD. Mr. President, what language? 
. The VICE PRESIDENT. A Senator can not impugn the mo

tives of another Senator. It is an absolute violation of the 
rules of the Senate. This is not a question to O'et mad about 
but it should be considered in good humor. Th: Senator fro~ 
Texas will proceed. . 

Mr. SHEPPARD. There . has been no language used on my 
part--
. The VICE PRESIDENT. The pending question of course is 

the question to agree to the report of the Committee on Ruies. 
Mr. SHEPPARD. I rose-
The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from Texas bas a per

fect right to proceed and say what he wants to say. 
M_r. SHEPPARD. Mr. President, I have not questioned the 

motive of any Senator. I have intended to exhibit no anger. 
There was placed in the RECORD here a statement from an 
authority on parliamentary law to the effect that in the House 
of Representatives the suspension Of the rules requires a two
thirds vote. That is only partially true. The Committee on 
Rules i~ the House of ReJ?resent~tives may bring in a report 
suspendmg any rule, and It reqmre:::; only a majority vote to 
adopt the report of the Committee on Rules. 

I had no intention whatever of illsplaying any feeling in this 
matter. I have the highest respect and the kindest feeling for 
every Senator on this floor. 
. . Mr. JONES. If the Senator from Texas will permit me, I 
WISh to suggest that the rule of the House of Representatives 
referred to is not a rule based on common practice, but upon an 
express rule of the House adopted by the House itself. 

Mr. JAMES. Mr. President, it seems to me that this ques
tion has already peen settled by the Senate of the United States 
upon a roll call. It is now of record; and the Senator from 
Texas and the Senator from Washington entirely overlook the 
strong statement in this book upon parliamentary law, which 
is that it takes in legislative bodies usually two-thirds to sus
pend the rules. That is the common practice, and tllat is what 
·this author on parliamentary law says. 

Wh.ateyer may h~ve been his opinion or the opiuiou of any 
other wnter on parliamentary law, the Senate itself has alrea:dy 
determined that question. I do not see any necessity for any
one to get mad about it or to get mad because something is 
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submitted · to the Senate: that: goes "7to bow :the wiSdom of · the They ·do not ·do ·thrrt ·out rof any feeling , of kindliness for him 
Senate in its former action. · ·paTticularly,-bnt·they hav.e·ifound, and from experience that it 

' l\1r. GAnLINGER. Mr. ·President,. addressing myself to -the is necessary ·to do -·so, for the reason that under 'the bJfiuence 
motion before the Senate, I ·desire simPly -to: say ·that we are of 'Whisky a ·person loses his "finer sensibilities, and his feelings 
getting a t good , d~al of instruction on parliamentary· law during become benumbed, and such a man on the trail will take chances 
this debate. A few days ago a ·Member of this body !·read into which he otherwise would not take. _If his feet or his hands 
the .RECORD the views _of the author of .a book _called Robert's become frozen, the whole expedition is tied up in taking care 
Rules ·of Order, which book is .usually employed in debating of ·him. •rt·may be that the lives of others are risked and even 
societies, in women's clubs, in· our public -schools, and in some lost-through the fact that they ·have to stop somewhere on the 
religious gatherings. It is not recognized as an authority at trail ·without proper food supplies to care for this person who 
aU on parliamentary Jaw anywhere on earth. Now a bishop has foolishly allowed himself to become a 'derelict upon their 
has given· us some instruction abouti:his:..matter,.and:he.has not hands. So they go right through his pack, and if he has whisky 
seemed to address himself - to the rules of . the Senate, -:but, or alcohol, they take it away from him and . break the bottle. 
rather, ·to the rul-es of .1 the House of ~Representatives. It oc- For .bis sake and for their own protection it is necessary to do 
curs to me that we a-re -capable of:making our: own rules which this act of prohibition. So .it .has been well proven that it is 
are designed to 1govern this body. not safe for a man to undertake the hardships or the great 

rin common with every ·other1:Senator I yield to the decision strains which are rlaced upon him .in that climate if he uses 
of the ·Senate made tber;otber"day, . .althQUgh it was •in direct liquor while. doing so. 
contravention to the rule that is written in our code, which does In hot climates it is the. same. Stanley woulu not permit any
not require a two-thirds vote:or.a three-fourths vote, but simply one to go with ..him upon his expeditions through Africa who 
states that the rules can betsuspended ·upon motion-if a certain used either liquor or tobacco in any form. He found such men 
procedure is adopted. But the Senate ,has decided the matter, were not able to keep up with the expedition; that they ham
and of. course we ,are bound to_obey the mandate of the Senate. pered it. That is the truth of it. ~here is no prize fighter, a 
However, I do not think me mn~get much enlightenment from man •who has to exert every -ounce of his strength in his con
·reading into the .RECORD the ·opinion of outside parties, who test, who dares to ·drink liquor during his training period, or 
presumably =know less about our IJnles- than we do ourselves. can .afford to do so, -or, if he is in the habit of doing so, .he soon 

The VICE PRESIDENT. rlf ' the Senator from ,New Ramp- loses out. It is ' the same way -with foot racers or any athletes 
shll'e objects, the Chair will strike it out. upon whom a strain or test is put. I think there can be no 

1\Ir. GALLINGER. I do not object at all, ~ Mr. President. On question about these .statements. Alcohol does no-good; it is of 
the contrary," I:am .very glad to: have it go into the ,REcono- for absolutely no use on earth so iar as that use is a beneficial 
.what it is worth. one to JDankind ,as a beverage, and it has no just claim upon 

Mr. OWEN. 1\Ir. President, I wish to have it appear in the anyone. 
RECORD that while the Senate did .determine this question and One Senator said -yesterday ·that he had a great deal of re
therefore it will require now by .that determination of the spe-ct for alcohol, for the ~ reason that out of wheat and corn 
Senato a two-thirds vote, :at the same time it should be also and rye and ·grapes, those .very necessary products of the earth, 
remembered and observed that the Senate's mandate on ,this which are beneficial to mankind, you -could stew _and ·brew 
question fixing a two-thirds vote in this instance was a majority whiskies ..and wines. That is true; so you can. I was going 
vote of the Senate, a .majority vote which could now be recon- to sa~I did not like to interrupt him at the time-that you can 
sidered if the Senate chose to do so and by a majority vote .make a stronger drink, one thnt will make the drunk come 
revoke the two-thirds rule required in this instance. There- i}uicker and last Jonger, out of . potatoes and brown sugar, and 
fore the rule of the Senate, in fact, is -a majority rule, after all. the Indians do it in Ala-Ska. They call it hoockinoo; and it is 

1\fr. LANE. Mr. President, on yesterday I called attention to a much cheaper drink and fully as abiding, and one does not 
some errors in certain statistics; but I find that the Reporter have to use wheat nor grapes nor rye to make it. 
has left out a couple of words which change the meaning of I think the idea which the same Senator presented here
what I said. I was calling. attention to the fact that one of the and I ha\·e a great deal of respect for him~that ·prohibitlon 
large Government penal institutions is located in Kansas and iS, in a measure, -·an ·economic question, is true. I do not-think 
that citizens .from other ~tates are confined there temporarily that those who wish to prohibit the use of alcohol and put the 
.and perhaps counted in as a , part of the criminal population of 'Saloons off the face of the earth will be entirely fair if they 
Kansas. I said there were perhaps some from Nebraska, also .do not substitute .some place for them, some resting place, .some 
some that. had gone from .other States of the Union, and some • place where a stranger, a man who is tired, who is beaten by 
from Oregon, a fact which I knew, for the reason that I .had ' the storms of winter, may go in and sit down by a fire and rest 
.been interested in times past in getting them released from himself. and be made, welcome. That is why the saloon makes 
·there. The Reporter ... made it read that I had been .interested its way with the unfortunate people in this world. It Js for the 
in getting some of the citizens ·of Oregon incarcerated therein. .reason tbat it affords a sort of re ting place for t_ired and home-
! should not like to have that statement go back home, tor I less men. I think it is up to society to provide such places to 
.did not make it and it is cQiltrary to _the facts. replace the saloon. I am now, and have long been, of the 

I wish. to .say something along .the line which was suggested .opinion that the -.churches of the country should not be closed 
bY the Senator from 1\Ii sis sippi · [Mr. WILLIA.YS) yesterday, but ~or · six -days i~ the week. For six days and nearly every night 
from a little different angle, upon .. the proposition ·of prohibiting m the week, if you go by them, you will find their doors are 
the sale of liquor in the _Capital City of the Nation, or any- , ·clo ed to the homeless stranger; they are dark; they are 
where else for that matter. The Senator was quite right and . gloomy; they look.cheerless and unfriendly. It .has always been 
he spoke _the truth when. he said that the :use of alcohol never my opinion that if you wish to drive the saloon out of business 
benefited anyone. It never did, and it never will. I .have come 'YOU should :build a good .fire in each church, and perhaps in 
to that conclusion quite .independently of any :Personal .predllec- . every .-schoolhous~, and make men welcome there, and invite 
tions on the subject. It· has been forced upon me in the prac- them to come in and sit down and take a rest, and entet:tain 
.tice of my profession tbat..alcohOLhas .no ·food value whatever them .in .some u eful apd haqnless _way. I think .we ·owe that 
and. also that it .has no value .as. a remedy tor disease. lt is to the men who now seek solace and a refuge in the saloon. 
not a good stimulant, and about the only thing that alcohol is I think .also an ,economic .question is involved in another 
good for is to get drunk on . . I guess that has been proven by way. .The ··man wbo ~undergoes the hardships of the world, 
the experience of manldnd.'from the earliest times and that is the hard-working man, the man whose position is not too -se
the principal reason, if any does exist, for its use a~ a beverage. cure,. who has no ~ge .me~s. at his disposal to t~ke care of 
It has the faculty of lowering the physical vitality, and, for that ~m m the later per~od . of !lis life, ?r eve~ tempol'ar~l~, pe.rhaps 
matter, the .mental and .mor:al tone of any and all .persons who m many cases to br1~ge ~him over ynmediate nece I ties, IS t_he 
.use it. It does so Jiievitably. .There is no man with a constitu- man who does the dnnkmg. He IS also the man who goes m
tion strong enough or with .nerves hardy enopgh to resist its s~e, for ti:e .reaso~ that· ~e ?'ials of life bear down hard upon 
11ction. .There .. never .was one and . there never will be. That him and disturb h1s eqwlibrmm, nerrous, mental, as well as 
has been tested and found out in all countries where . .men are physical, and he becomes the wreck of society. Therefore he 
-compelled to place.great .strains upon their physical.endurance. ·should be offered some substitute, whether the saloon is 

In the interior of .Alaska where the temperature goes down to abolished or not. 
50 or 60 degrees below zero, .and 70 and 80 degrees below zero, I do not think that alcohol is the direct cause of a large per
for that matter-though that is .. not.so common-they do not centage .of ·insanity. I do not think that tables of statistics. if 
.allow anyone going out upon a long trip upon the trail to take carefully examined -and analyzed, will show · that it is the old 
liquor of any kind with him. .Jf a man is .met with upon the trail .alcoholic, the .chronic. drunk, who, ns a rule, goes in~ane. He 
with whisky, or if it is ascertained that he has whisky with becomes a hobo; -he ,becomes a nuisance; ·he is the canse of 
him, it is taken away from him and the bottles are broken. • misery to his family · and to his children; he makes his wife 

. 
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unha.pp.J and is the cause of their not having enough food to 
eat and clothing to wear; he· may become shattered phySicall;V, 
but, as a rule, he does not become- insane. After he quits drink
ing. as a rule he resumes his normal mental condition and li\eS 
along-without becoming insane. I do not think much of statis
tics· which try to prove that be furnishes the largest proportion 
of the inmates of ins..we asylums; for the reason that my expe
rience is to the contrary. 

I have not much confidence in statistics -such as were· quoted 
here yesterday to the effect that the reason why one State will 
hav-e a larger number of insane than another is due to the use 
of alcohol or the abstention from alcohol. For many years it 
has been noted that such States as New York, which is the port 
of entry for the largest number of people who come to tllis 
country from foreign lands, and is the mecca for a large num
ber of the people of this country who wish to live in a large 
city, have a larger number of insane people than the States 
which do not offer such inducements or which do not appeal so 
strongly to the restless and the ambitious. On. the Pacific coast 
the city of Seattle, the city ot Portland · Oreg., the city of San 
Francisco, and the States of Oregon California, and Washing
ton wilL show a larger percenta"'e of insane commitments in 
proportion to population than will the Middle States, such as 
Ohio and Iowa, for the reason that it is the restless who work 
tl.I.eir way across the continent to the far Pacific coast in the 
hot1e of bettering their condition. Men and women who are 
mentally unbalanced as \Yell as those who are restless find their 
way to such sections, the first class perhaps fleeing from imagi
nary persecution, and after arriving there break down from one 
cause or another, such as a fQ.ilnre of their hope of making 
money, and such commnnities have to take care of them. So it 
mav be that the difference between the State of Kansas and the 
St~1te of Nebraska. in the proportion of insa.ne is due to some 
such controlling influence or factor as that, Kansas having of
fered greater opportunities than Nebraska, being a State which 
has opened up 1ts resources in the last few years and Lisen from 
a condition where it was known as one of the poorest States in 
the Union-it was so known when I was a young. man-until 
now it has arrived at the distinction of being one of the richest 
States in the Union, has attracted into its borders men and 
women from all over the country who would have go11e jnsane 
if they had stayed at home. As I have said, it is the restless, 
di contented person who goes insane. It is not the placid, self
sati fied person of sure income, who rests at ease in his home, 
who ordinarily goes insane. The percentage of insanity among 
persons of that class is much less than it is among the more 
eager, among those less satisfied with the conditions which pre
vail about them. 

AlcohoL goes directly into the circulation. It does not remain 
in the alimentary canal; it is not dicrested; it 6nters immediately 
into the blood and thence makes its wny direC' '·ly to the nerve 
centers. The result of taking it into the system is that it accel
erates the action of the heart, not by stimulating it, perhaps, 
but by opening up the arteries and th') veina, and the heart gets 
into a state of fluttering activity. not a firm tonic actio-:1., but a 
tremulous one, in its attempt to feed the enlarged blood ves els. 
It was worked out a number of years ago· by a medical gentle
man that one drink of whisk-y taken, say at bedtime-the 
"nightcap •· of our forefathers-will accelerate the action of 
the heart, nay, 30 beats in the minute. The heart carrying a 
half ounce of blood at each beat, there woulc be nearly a pound 
of blood each minute, 60 pounds an hour, -added to the duty of 
the heart; and in 8 or 10 hours it would amount to an enormous 
weight, an enormous additional labor put upon an organ willcil 
was already being deprived of its proper nerve tone. The 
neces ary result was that in the morning tile man who was in 
the habit of taking a " nightcap " or going to bed pretty well 
sou ed, rose the next morning with a dark-brown taste in his 
mouth and a consuming thirst for much cold water. 

The action of alcohol in the :.ystem is direct and it goes not 
only into the circulation of the general system, but mnch of 
it finds it. way immediately to the ki<.lneys. It is notorious, 
having been known to medical men and.. other obseHers for 
years and years, that the man who dri~s regularly suffers from 
kidney disease more frequently than does the average man who 
does not use alcohol. It has been ascertained, too, that it goes 
directly to the liver, which is one of the dige tive organs; so 
that the man who keeps himself pretty well soaked with 
whisky or with any other stimulant of an alcoholic nature for 
a reasonable time is very liable to have hardening of the tis ues 
of both the kidneys and the liver. It does not always result in 
direct hardening, but it does produce destructiye processes in 
those organs. 

There is no good in the use of it; there is no argument which 
can be mad~ in its behalf, o far ns any benefit to be derived. 

,_ la.Li t.J.tJ. OJ._ • J.l.L t JJ..,,. 

from it by human kind. It is an outlaw; it is a curse; and 
yet I think, as does· my friend from New Jersey [Mr. MARTINE];. 
that there are other concomitant conditions also which it is 
equally our duty to relieve, such as the condition of unjust 
economic distress among the. p-oor, who are the ones who use 
it most freely and disastrously. We owe it to ourselves to 
provide relief for them. If we did so, there would be 1e s 
drunkenness among men. In the last analysis, that method is 
perhaps the only one that will cure the curse of the country. 
On the other band, however, there is no good word which can 
truthfully be said in behalf of the use of alcohol. 

I think my friend, the Senator from Mississippi [Mr. WIL· 
LIAMS] is mistaken if he thinli: that alcoholic drinks derived 
from the grape, the fermented liQ..uors in contradistinction to 
tho e that are distilled, are less harmful. It is my opinion that 
he is decidedly mistaken. The Englishman and the Scotchman 
and those. people of Enrope who drink heavy port wines are, I 
think, kil1ed off as quickly, and I think more quickly, tha.n 
tho e who confine themselves to the use of pure whisky. 

If a person is going to drink at all, if he wants to get drunk, 
if he d-esires a stimulant, as a physician who has practiced 
medicine- nearly 40 years I would say to him, " Get good, pure 
whisky. Leave wines and beers out. You will last longer and 
do yourself less harm, and the result will come cheaper to you 
in the long run. It is a matter o:f economy. If you really wis:tl 
to use alcohol and get the effects from it without any subter· 
fuge or fooling about, it is the safest ddnk of all." 

I say this in order that those who are going to continue the 
use of it may ha-re the advantage of my study on this subject. 
If they want a straight, unadulterated liquor upon which to 
get drunk, let them use pure alcohol, cologne spirits, the alcohol 
itself diluted with watex.. You will all do better to stick to 
plain whlsky or pure alcohol rather than to go fooling around 
with high wines. 

Yesterday some reflections were made upon the State- of. 
Georgia and the State of South Carolina for having passed laws 
forbidding the. sa:le and the use of. alcoholic drinks, and yet 
were unable to keep certain enterprising gentlemen dropping in 
from other States, men with a keen nose for the article, from 
finding it. [Laughter.] 

For the benefit of the residents of those States, I would sug
gest that tliey adopt the method of the Eskimos to protect 
·their food supplies fi·om the ever-hungry malemnte dogs, which 
is· to cache it on a paltform about 20 feet abo~e ground. By 
doing this en.terprising and thirsty visitors from other States 
would ha-re to seek their soJace in the open and by means of a 
ladder . 

.Mr. THO.:liA..S. Mr. President, we are about midway in the 
short session of the Sixty-third Congress. It began on the 
4th of December, 43 da.ys ago. It will end on the 4th of .Marcb, 
46 days hence. We have therefore exhausted, inclusive of 
Sundays, 43 days in the consideration of important busine s, 
and we ha-re, not excluding Sundays, 46 days remaining, during 
which period of time we must enact, if at all, the 14 remaining 
appropriation. bills. 

But one of them has been passed. Another is before the 
Senate, which should, and but for this resolution would, have 
beeu passed days ago. We have been considering ror, I think, 
four days, in the midst of these important and unavoidable 
dutie , the que tlon of suspending a rule of the Senate by a 
process which, I understu.nd, was invoked last some fifty-odd 
year ago, to the end that a subject which, however important 
in it elf, is not germane to the substance of the bill, may be· 
made a part of it, and either enacted into law or rejected. 

If we establish this pre~edent, it can and .will be invoked in 
behalf of other measures which, in the minds of Senators, 
may be quite as important as- this, but which may be equally 
foreign to the subject matter of the measure under discussion. 

Mr. President, I protest that we have halted the business, the 
pressing busine s, the real business, the important business of 
this ses ion long enough in our discussion of an attempt to 
suspend a rule for a particular purpo e. Four days, this day 
included, will have been exhausted-! had almost said wasted
in debating a matter that should not have been injecte~ into 
the business of this important session, and fully 75 per cent of 
that time has been exhausted upon this side of the Chamber, 
where at present the respon ibility for the enactment of legis
lation rests. 

1\Ir. President, I shall vote against this motion, because I 
do not think the rule ought to be suspended now, of all times, 
and because I am satisfied that, however important the suiP
ject matter under discussion may be, we would, by suspending 
the rule, set a pre~edent that will surely be at once in\oked 
in behalf of other matters, and as a result the 4th of March 
would come and find us where we are at present.· 
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I think under the circumstances, in view of the magnitude 
of our task. that ordinary rules of business procedure require 
that we should vote upon this matter now, get it behind us, take 
up and pass this appropriation bill, and then proceed to the 
next important subject of urgent legislation. 

Mr. W AI .. SH. Mr. President, I de ire to say a word along the 
line jn t pursued by the d.istinguished Senator from the State 
of Colorado [1\Ir. THOMAS]. 

The question before ·the Senate does not present at all the 
merits of the q-qestion whether prohibition shall or shall not 
pren1il in the District of Columbia. The question before the 
Senate is whether a rule of the Senate shall be suspended in 
order that the amendment offered by the Senator from Texas 
[Mr. SHEPPARD] may be considered in connection with the Dis
trict of Columbia nppropriation bill. 

That rule reads as follows: 
No amendment which proposes general legislation shnll be received 

to any general appropriation bill, nor shall any amendment not ger
mane ot· relevant to the subject matter contained in the bill be 
I'eceived. 

Confessedly. this amendment is neither germane nor relevant 
to the bill to which it is addressed. If it were, there would be 
no need to suspend the rule. 

'l'he wisdom of this rule is so obvious, the evils against 
which it is intended to guard are so pronounce(}, that the people 
of the \arious States of the Union, in establishing their consti
tutions. respectiYely, ha\e, almost without exception in the 
last 30 years, in the case of those that have been framed within 
that period-and I might say within the last 50 years, put an 
absolute inhibition upon their l~gislatures in the matter of 
amendments to bills of this kind. 

I read from a note to Cooley's Constitutional Limitations, as 
follows: 

The constitutions of Minnesota, Kansas, Maryland, Kentucky, Ne
braska, and Ohio provide that "no law shall embrace more than one 
subject. which shall be expressed in its title." Those of Michigan, 
New .Jersey, and Louisiana at·e similar, substituting the word "object" 
for "subject." The constitutions of South Carolina, Alabama, Ten
nessee. Arkansas, and California contain similat• provisions. The con
stitution of New Jersey provides that "to avoid improper influences 
which may result from intermixing in one and the same net such 
things as have no proper relation to each other every law shall em
brace but one ohject, and that shall be expressed in the title." The 
constitution of Missouri contains the following provision : " No bill 
(except gen-eral appropriation bills, which may embrace the variou~ 
subjects and accounts for and on account of which moneys are appro
priated, and except bills passed undet· the third subdivision of section 
44 of this at·ticle) shall contain more than one subject, which shall 
be clenrly expressed in its title." The exception secondly referred to 
is to bills for free public-school purposes. The constitutions of In
diana, Oregon, and Iowa pt·ovide that "every act shall embrace but 
one subject and matters properly connected therewith, which subject 
shall be expressed in the title; but if any subject shall be embraced 
in an act which shall not be expressed in the title, such act shall be 
void only as to so much thereof as shall not be expressed in the title." 
The constitution of Nevada provides that "every law enacted by the 
legislature shall embrac-e but one subject and matters properly con
nected therewith, which subject shall be briefly expressed in the title." 
The constitutions of New York and Wtsconsin provide that "no private 
or local bill which may be passed by the legislature shall embrace more 
than one subject, and that shall be expres ed in the title." The con
stitution of Illinois is similar to that of Ohio, with the addition of th<' 
saving clatise found in the constitution of Indiana. The provision in 
the constitution of Colorado is similar to that of Missouri. In Penn
sylvania the provision is that "no bill except general appropriation 
bills shall be passed containing more than one subject, which shall be 
clearly expressed in its title." 

When the people who framed the constitntion for my State 
were engaged in that work, they were so deeply impressed with 
the necessity of placing a restraint upon the legislature in this 
matter that they likewise adopted a provision that no bill what
e'er should contain more than one subject, and that that should 
be expressed in the title. 

1\fr. SHEPP AnD. l\Ir. President--
Mr. WALSH. Just a word further. Thus, Mr. President, 

the people of my State recorded themselves as believing that 
there never would arise an occasion so grave, so urgent, that 
this salutary rule sl).ould be departed from; and thus they laid 
an absolute inhibition upon the legislature, no matter what 
contingencies confronted it, from enacting legislation of this 
character. 

1\Ir. SHEPPARD. Mr. President, may I ask the Senator a 
question? 

1\!r. WALSH. Certainly. 
Mr. SHEPPARD. Does be think Rule XL ought to be re-

pealed altogether? 
Mr. WALSH Why, no; Rule XL ought not to be repealed 

at all; but Rule XL ought never to be suspended in order that 
two d.ifferent and wholly unrelated subjects may be united in 
the same bill. 

Mr. SHEPPA.RD. l\Ir. President--
Mr. W .ALSH. Just a minute; I shall be glad to give way to 

the Senator in a minute. 

Mr. President, it is needless to review the reasons that have 
thus forced the inclusion of this provision in the constitutions 
of so many of our States; but let me attempt to elucidate one 
that forces itself upon the attention of eYeryone who considers 
the subject. I undertake to say, in view of the earnestness ex
hibited by the Senator from Texas, for whom we all have so 
great a regard, in favor of this amendment which be llas 
offered, that it does not make any difference what appropri
ations may creep into the District appropriation bill; he will 
vote for the bill if his amendment is carried. On the other 
band, the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. JAMES] has exhibited 
such antagonism to this amendment that if it should be added 
to this ·bm, no matter how wise all the other provisions of tlle 
bill may be, be will Yote against it. 

I have no idea how the Chief Executive of this Nation feels 
about this matter. He may be as earnest in advocacy of pro
hibition in the District of Columbia as is the Senator from 
Texas or be may be as earnest in his resistance to it as the 
Senator from Kentucky. If the bill goes to him carrying this 
amendment and it meets his disapproval, be is coerced into 
signing the bill notwithstanding, or be mu t \eto the bill, in 
which case nn extra sesiion will be nece ary for the consid
eration of an appropriation bill for the District of Columbia in 
order to provide funds to carry on the government here. On 
the other band, if he is in favor of this amendment as ear
nestly as is the Senator from Texas we may expect that he 
will give his approml to the bill, although it contains appro
priations or provisions in relation to some that are condemned 
by his best judgment. In other words, he may be forced to ~ign 
a bill a most important provision the unwisdom of which he is 
convinced. 

1\Ir. YA.RDA.l\IAN. 1\Ir. President--
Mr. WALSH. I agreed to yield to the Senator from Texas. 
1\fr. SHEPPARD. I had not moved to suspend Rule XI~. 
1Jr. WALSH. I nnuerstand. Mr. President; but the Senator 

bas moved, under Rule XL, to suspend paragraph 3 of Rule 
XYI, which I read. The matter bas been referred to the Com
mittee on Rules, and the Committee on Rules has reported 
fa Yorably upon the matter. 

Mr. SHEPPARD. No; but Rule XL permits me to mo\e to 
suspend the rules, so that a matter will be in order that other
wise is not in order. 

1\Ir. WALSH. Why, certainly. 
l\!r. SHEPPAB.D. I am asking the Senator if he thinks that 

that rule, wllicb permits me to move to suspend the rules in 
order to put general legislation on an appropriation bill-a 
practice that he denounces-ought to be repealed. 

Mr. W AI.SH. I have answered the Sen a tor. I can scarcely 
conceive of n condition of affairs that would suggest the sus
pension of Rule XVI in order that general legi lation may be 
attached to an appropriation bill. I do not ::;ay that in some 
crisis which the Nation may face it may uot be advi able or 
even necessary to do so, but I do sny that at the pre ent time 
no such condition, no such emergency has been shown. More
over, the people of the \arions States of th e nion, when they 
framed their several constitutions. declareu that they could 
not conceive of such a condition being likely to ari e in the 
course of their history, or at least that they were willing to 
endure the incon\eniences of such a possibility in order to 
escape the innumerable evils that must follow in the train of 
legislation passed in disregard of the salutary rule which it 
is insisted should now be suspended. 

I yield now to the Senator from l\lississippi. 
l\lr. VARDA~1AX I wish to ask the Senator if he holds that 

the Senator from Texas is proceeding iu order? 
Mr. WALSH. Certainly not. 
l\lr. VARDAl\fAN. Does not the Senntor recognize the right 

of the Senator from Texas, under Rule XL, to make the motion 
whieh is u0w pending before the Senate? 

1\Ir. WALSH. I do; certainly. I am urging, however, that 
we ought not to agree to the motion and su. pend the rule. I 
have not urged that the Senator is out of order: 

1\lr. VARDAMAN. I can not understand the cause of the 
warmth witll w.hich the Senator urges his sugge tion. One 
would infer that the Senator from Texas was proposing a revo
lutionary or extraordinary measure here. The Senator from 
'rexas is entirely within his rights under the rules. If the 
Senate does not want to adopt the amendment, the Senate will 
reject it nnd be done witll it. 

:Mr. WALSH. The Senator from Mississippi will pardon me. 
I have not suggested that the Senator from Texas is out of 
order or tlla t the moticn should not be con ide red by tlle Senate. 
I merely sn:r--

1\lr. VARDAMAN. The sn o-gestion the Senator makes, iliat 
this body should De influenced in its action by the course that 
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may be ta}{en by the White House or the attitude of the Presi- :Mr. SIMMONS. I am not ln any -way impugning the decision 
dent to the matter under consideration, strikes me as hardly of the Chair, nor am I ad-vocating the position taken by the 
pertinent. I ha1e great respect for the President's opinion, authority which the Chair has read as a p:oper exposition of 
but I would not feel like surrendering altogether my own views. :rarliamentary law, but I do want to say a few \V"Ords in this • 

Mr. WAL~H. I desire to interrupt the Senator. I have not conn~ction, because I think they ought to be said and because 
suggested that the desires or wishes or opinions of the White I think the circumstances we find oursel-ves in to-day empha
Hou e ought to be consulted. I was di cussing the wisdom of sizes the necessity of the action that I am goinO' to suggest. 
the proTision which forbids that two subjects shall be embraced If a motion of this kind is, under the rules as they now obtain, 
in the same bill. I advanced that every bill that comes to the debatable, the rule ought to be changed, and speedily changed. 
executive of any State or the Executive' of the Nation with two so as to provide th:.tt a motion of this characte..· shall not be 
imlependent and unrelated provisions in it coerces the Execu- debatable. 
ti"re, in a way. We ha\e here for the last day and a half been debating the 

... lr. Y...iRDAMAN. I think the Senator from l\Iontana is que tion whether the rules should be suspended or not, and 
con·eet. In my State the title of a bill must describe accu- until this morning, until the Senator from Colorado [Mr. · 
rately the contents of the bill, and in the reports of committees THOMAS] took the floor, not a single vbsenation, so far as I 
to the body in which the bill ·originates it is always- required have heard, has fallen from the lips of any of the participants 
that the title shall be found sufficient, and the content<:t of the in the debate with reference to whether the rule should be 
bill are set out in the title. But those are rules_:_laws. We 1 suspended or not. 
are living by the laws of the Senate. We are proceeding in Mr. THORXTOX Mr. President, if the Senator had heard 
this matter in order, and we have a right to h.'lYe a vote upon my :-cmarks yesterday or if he had read them, he would find 
it. If the Senate does not want to adopt the amendment; it - that in my remarks I did touch on that point anq. notbipg else. 
can rejec: t it. That is all there is to it. No re\olutiollary or Ur. SIM:\fOXS. We have been, then, until this morning 
unusual p-roposition has been made. Nothing is asked of the ostensibly engaged in debating the question whether we should 
Senate except what we have n perfect right to a~k under the suspend the rules, and instead of discussing that question we 
pronsions of Rule XL. have been di cussing the question which would come up in 

Mr. WALSH. Mr. President, in all that has been said by the case the rules are ~spended and which would not come up in 
Senator from l\Iissis ippi I might say I quite concur. There is case the l'Ules a,re not ·u pended. .. 
no want ·of'harmony between us at all. I haT"e not urged t.hat Mr. President, if we had taken the vote immediately upon th~ 
this is out· of order; I have not urged that the Senator froru que tion of suspending the rules and that motiop. had be~n 
Texas has not a riO'ht to make this motion; I have not urged \Oted down, this debate would Lave be~n saved an:i the time 
that he has not a right to impress his views upon the Sen!l.te whiC.:. bas been con umed unnecessarily_ would ha\e been saved. 
with all the great skill in debate he is able to command . . I Now we are notified by Senators on the othe1· side of the 
address myself to the judgment of the Senate to reject his sug- Chamber, and possibly by Senators on this side of the Cham:
gestion that the rules ought to ·be suspended in order that this ber, . that if . this p:roeeeding is allowed t4ere. will be other 
ame1idment might become a part of a general appropriation bill motions made as we proceed with this or with other appropria
providing funds for the government of the District of Columbia. tion bills to suspend the rules and to Qlace other riders upon 

Mr. Pre ident, inasmuch as the rule has such very general these appropriation bills, dealing with sub_jects ab olutely 
concurrence · as I have spoken of, it must be obvious that it foreign to the subject of the bill. The Senator from :Michigan 
ne,·er ought to be disturbed in order to permit general leglsla- [1\Ir: TowNSEl\TD] has just . given notice that he will make a 
tion to be admitted to an appropriation bill unle s in tile face motion to suspend t}?.e-rule for th.e P"!ll'POS_e of bringing befor~ 
of some great cri is, unless in the face of some great urgPn<::y. the Senate as an amendmen_t to an appropriation bill his bill 
What is there in the situation now confronting us that requires with regard to retired officers' pay. 
or justifies this extraordinary course? No one has told us any Mr. TOWNSEND. Mr. President--
reason why an independent bill which might be introduced by Mr. SUUfOXS. · If the Senator _will pardon me, I will not 
the Senator from Texas prohibiting the sale or di ·position of say anything be will desire to reply to. 
intoxicating liquors in the District Of Columbia could not as Mr. TOWNSEND. Will the SeWl.tor yield to me for a 
w_elJ present the main question, why it should not. be referred moment? . 
to tlie proper committee, or why it should not come up for eon- 1\Ir: SDll\IOXS; Yes; I will yield. 
sideratibn ~n the proper and usual way. I may say, ~though it Mr. TOWNSEl\"'D. ~he Senato1· is mistaken in his stat~ 
is entirely irrele\ant to the question, that when a· bill of that ment that I said I would moT"e it. I said if it was true tl:).at ~ 
character comes up regularly I shall vote for it. I believe that majority of the Senate could chanQ'e the rules I should certainly 
it ought to be adopted. employ that method to put my ameudmep.t on the bill, but the 

But. ~Jr. President, that is entirely aside from this question. Senator will remember I explained how a mnjority could . do 
It might be objected that such a bill would go to a hostile com- that, but I recognize the fact that a two-thirds can not do it. 
mittee which might possibly delay it unreasonably or bury it. Mr. SIMMONS. The Senator might desist from offering his 
What reaEon is there for apprehending anything of that kind? amendment, because he thinks he can not get two-thirds in 

When the Senator from Texas moTed to suspend the rule favor of the merumre, but we all know how Senators seek here 
and his . motion was referred to the Committee on Roles that sometimes for legislation that is very popular; that i on th~ 
committee went out, and within a few hours came back and calendar_perhaps, but bcl!ause of other more important business 
reilOrted favorably in relation to it. What is the reason for it is held in abeyance or pu bed aside. They will ha\e the temp
SUJiposing that any committee 'of this body to which a blll in- tation greatly accentuated to ofter such measures as a rider to 
troduced by him upon thi general subject might go would not these appropriation bills, becau..~ they think, it it were \ery 
be returned with equal dispatch? popular with the l\Iembers of the Senate, they will be able t o 

But, Mr. President, if it should in any way be delayed, tha secure a two-thirds \ote. 
Senator has a right to rise here at any time and mo1e that it :Mr. President, I say if that practice is to obtain, if we are to 
be returned within 24 hours, or other period, and if a majority invoke this rule that for 53 yP.ars has not been invoked in the 
believe that'its importance is sufficient to warrant such action &nnte. th{'-n we ought to proT"ide that a motion to suspend the 
it wiH be liere foi· consideration in its due ordei·, and 1t may be rules shall not be subject to debate, so that Senators can not 
taken up by a vote of the Senate, even to the exclusion of the under cover of a motion to suspend the rules for the purpose of 
unfinished busine s, even to the exclusion of the appropriation taking up some extraneous subject claim the attention of the 
bills, and the embarra sment of the public business which must Senate here for au indefinite time. 
follow from a failure to enact them. Let us suppose, .Mr. President, that there is a disposition on 

Mr. President, no reasons whatever have been ·advanced why the part of either side of the Chamber or on the part of a con
we should depart from the salutary rule which forbids the siderable number of Senators upon one side of the Chamber 
incorporation· of this amendment in an appropriation bill. to filibuster ag-ainst some measure and it is desired to use an 

Mr. SIMMON'S. Mr. President, ' the Chair has caused to be appropriation bill as a buffer for' accomplishing that purpose. 
read this morning, or rather has read himself, a Tery eminent I do not charge that that is the situation now, but I do ay 
autboritf upon the subject of suspending the rules of the that two approp1·iation bills at this session have taken two or 
Sennte or of any legis1atiT"e body. The statement was made three or four times as much of the time of the Senate to secure 
by thnt autllority that a motion to suspend the rules is not action as is ordinarily the ·case. Suppose, Mr. President there 
debatnble. I thtnk the Chair bas decided that it is debatable. i a desire to use these appropriation bills, especially du'ring a 

The ,~ICE PRESIDE:NT. In accordance with the ' rules of short ession of the Senate like this, a buffers to preT"ent the 
the Senate which specify what shall be and what shilE ·not be con jderation of some important measure of le'"'i Jation which 
debated. · · · · · certain Senators are unalterably oppo ed to, and determined to 
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defeat by the method that may be open to them, how easy it 
will be for Sen a tors, under the method the Senator from Texas 
has adopted, to make a motion to suspend the rules and offer 
an amendment placing their bill as a rider upon the appropria
tion bill, and then upon the motion to sm.-pend the rule, before 
they ha-re reached the subject matter which they wish to add 
to the appropriation bill, before its di ens ion has become per
tinent, upon this motion to u pend to engage in a general de
bate such ·as we had here in the Senate on yesterday, taking up 
the time of the Senate and indirectly accomplishing the pur
poses of a _filibuster. 1\Ir. Pres!dent. up_on this one appropriation 
bill we can have a dozen filibuster in effect. 

1\Ir. President, the Senator from Montana [1\Ir. WALSH] hns 
wisely said that the question before the Senate at this time is 
not the question of prohibition for the District of Columbia. I 
want to say to the Senator from Texas if that was the .qoe tion 
before the Senate I would not stand against him; I would be as 
solidly with him as any other Senator unon this floor. There 
has not been a time in my life when I ha-ve not been ready and 
willing to vote in fayor of prohibition. I am willing to put my 
record upo-a the subject of prohibition against that of the Sena
tor from Texas or any other Senator upon this floor. Shortly 
after I became a Member of the United States Senate, and while 
I was yet chairman of the Democratic executive committee of 
my State, believing, as I did, that there was a strong public 
sentiment in that State in fayor of prohibition, feeling strongly 
myself in favor of that as a great measure looking to the up
lift of the people, I prepared a bill providing for absolute rural 
prohibition in the State of North Carolina and municipal local 
option. I ga-ve it to a member of the legislature and asked him 
to introduce it and to state upon the floor that I had drafted 
it, and that as chairman of the Democratic executi-ve committee, 
if I had the power to do so I would place the Democratit! Party 
behind that measure. It was adopted at the next session. It 
worked well. 

At t:O.e next session of the legislature I drafted another bill 
providing against the manufacture of ·uquor except in incor
porated towns of a thousand inhabitants anywhere in the 
State. I handed it to another meJllber of the legislature with 
the request that he offe:.· it and state that I had drafted it, and 
that, as far as I was able, as chairman of the Democratic 
executive committee of that State, I desired to put the party 
Lehind it. It passed. The town1 TOted liquor out, with the 
exception of eight or nine towns. Liquor was voted out. Then, 
Mr. Pre ident, we submitted the question of absolute prohibition, 
both as to the sale and manufacture of liquor, in North Caro
lina, and I was one of the chief ad-vocates in favor of it. 

I say this, Mr. President, in order that it may be distinctly 
understood that the position which I take now with regard to 
my -vote upon the motion now pending is not to be construed as 
being in any way hostile to the cause of prohibition. 

I want to state emphatically to the Senator from Texas that 
I am surprised, in view of his zeal here to-day, that he has 
permitted the bill pro-viding for prohibition for the District of 
Columbia to rest in the committee since last April, when, as I 
understood from hi~ observation yesterday, it was referred to 
a committee, without making an effort to get it out of th3t 
committee and before the Senate. 

1\Ir. SHEPPARD. I ha-ve no powe_· over that committee. 
Mr. Sll\Il\IONS. Ah, but the Senator ought to ha-ve proceeded 

in the regular way. lie ought to have gone before the com
mittee and ha-re insisted upon its action. But he did not do 
that. I am not complaining of the Senator because he did not. 
I say to the Senator that the bill is there now. I say to the 
Senator that I will join him in insisting that that committee 
shall act upon it, and if they do not act upon it in a reason
able time, then I will join him in a vote to discharge that com
mittee and bring the bill before the Senate. 

But, 1\lr. Presid ~nt, I can not stultify myself by casting a 
Tote here to open the doors wide in the conditions which we 
ha-re in the Senate to-day, in view of the fact that it is a short 
session, that one-half of that session has expired, and that it 
would be followed by all sorts of propositions to suspend the 
rule~ and to permit riders carrying general legislation to be 
attached to this appropriation bill and to every other appro
priation bill. 

1\lr. President, the Democratic Party being the majority 
party is responsible for legislation. I want to ask Democrats, 
ha-re we not a program this year that we want to carry out? 
l\Ir. Pi·esident, we not only ha-ve· a program of legislation 
which we· desire to carry out, but we have a program of legis
lation that we ha-re solemnly agreed to carry out. We have 
committed ourselves to it. We have promised each other that 
we will seek to carry it out by eyery legitimate means known 
to parliamentary law. 

Mr. SHEPPARD. Mr. President--
~'he VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from North 

Carolina yield to the Senator from Te:x:as't 
Mr. SHHIONS. 'After a little while. l\!r. President, it is 

perfectly apparent that if we enter upon this program and 
then let the bars down in this ca~e it will not be the only 
case. We know-every one of us on thi side knows-that it. 
is the fixed determination of the party on the other side of 
the aisle to defeat this legislati-ve program if they can. They 
ha-re expressly declared their intention upon the floor ot the 
Senate not to permit a vote upon the sb;p-purchase bill. I 
do not say that they are filibustering upon the appropriation 
bills. Filibustering can be done upon appropriation · bills, be
cause of their peculiar character, so adroitly that you can not 
put your finger upon the filibuster. 

l\lr. GALLINGER. Mr. President--
1\Ir. SIMMONS. I am not charging that it is being done, 

but I do say-1 will not yield for the present; I will yield 
after a while-! do say that if we open the doors, if we
start upon this policy, with the splendid opportunities for 
using the appropriation bills for filibustering purposes, with 
the enlarged opportunities that will be afforded by this 
method of suspending the rules and taking up general legis
lation and discussing it ad infinitum, every man of sense in 
this body knows that we shall not do more at this session 
than pass the appropriation bills. It means an absolute aban
donment by the majority Members of the Senate, who are 
responsible for legislation, oi the program that we have 
adopted and ns to which we ha-re committed ourselves to our 
party and to the country. 

1\Ir. GALLINGER. 1\Ir. President, will the Senator permit 
me to interrupt him? 

1\Ir. Sil\Il\IONS. Yes. 
Mr. GALLINGER. I will not enter, 1\Ir. President, into any 

discussion with the Senator from North Carolina concerning 
the question now before the Senate, and upon which the Sena
tor is wasting a great deal of time; but I will ask the Senator 
for a single ruoment--

1\Ir. SIMMONS. I am wasting time-to keep the Senator's 
method of trying to defeat legislation in which I am intere ted 
from being successful. 

1\lr. GALLINGER. I will ask the Senator if a single moment 
of time in debate on the District of Columbia appropriation 
bill, aside from the question which the Senator is now discuss
ing, was not legitimate? 

1\Ir. Sil\11\IONS. I ha-re said that yon can not lay your hand 
upon a filibustering scheme in connection with an appropriation 
bill. It is so easy with the hundreds and sometimes thousands 
of items in such bills to take up each one of them or many of 
them and to discuss them a little while--

1\Ir. GALLINGER. Yes. 
Mr. Sil\ll\IONS (continuing). That the discussion seems to 

be ab olntely legitimate, and is absolutely leaitimate, and yet 
the purpose of the discussion .may be, and frequently is, delay. 

1\Ir. GALLINGER. And if the Senator will go to the records 
he will find that more than 50 per cent of the time in discu s
ing the Di trict of Columbia appropriation bill has been t1ken 
up by Senators on the other side of the Chamber. The llECOBD 
will show that to be the fact. 

1\Ir. SHIMO.NS. The larger part of the time in connection 
with the discussion of this very proposition we ha-re · before us 
now has been taken up on this side of the Chamber. 

1\Ir. GALLINGER. Precisely. 
1\Ir. Sil\illONS. I am saying, 1\Ir. President. that if we had 

had a ruling of the Chair that this motion was not debatable, 
we would have -voted upon it at once; and if two-thirds had 
not voted for it, then all this unnecessary debate would have 
been cut off. 

Mr. GALLINGER. There is no question about that; but the 
Senator, I know, would not ask the Chair to make a ruling that 
was not justified by the rules of this body. 

l\1r. Sil\Il\IONS. I do not ask the Chair to make such a rul
ing. What I suggested-and if the Senator was present he 
would ha-ve heard it-was that, without impugning at all the 
decision of the Chair, I am inclined to think the decision of the 
Chair under the rule was entirely right; but I was suggesting 
that we ought to proceed -rery quickly to amend our rules so ns 
to require that they should provide that such a motion should 
not be debatable. 

Mr. G4LLINGER. Uf course, there is a proper and legiti
mate way to amend the rules; and there is a proper and legiti
mate way to amend Rule XX _so as _ to 1:equire. a two-thirds 
Yote. I would join with the Senator in amending the rule so 
as to require a two-thirds -rote of this body to suspend the rule. 



191!?_. CONGRESSIONAL-~~CORD-SEN.A.TE. 1687 
, .·:Mr. -S.I.MMO~S ... I ·think we have .already .settled that point; 
and I think. in view of the interpretation . that' we gave .to the 
rule .the other day, that it is not necessary to make any further 
provision about that. Two-thirds from now on, I take it, wi·ll 
be i·equired to suspend the rule, ·because the Senate has decided 
that that is the meaning of the rule; but the poin_t I was making 
was that uch a motion ought not to be debatable . 

. ·Mr. GALLI~GER. That might be true as to a great many 
motions; but, as a rna tter of fact, they are debatable under our 
rule. 

Mr. SIMMONS. The reason I was giving why it ought not 
t~ be debatable was the very situation that we are confronted 
with nO\v. Instead of debating it, we J:iave been debating the 
question that can only come up in case of a two-thirds vote to 
suspend the rules, and which may never come up. Therefore it 
should not be debated on the question of whether or not we 
shall suspend the rules. That debate o~1ght to be held in ~bey
ance until we get to it., ~d if two-thirds do not vote for sus
pension, then this time has i)een absolutely wasted. 

Mr . . vARDAMAN. Mr. President--
1\Ir. GALLINGER. I simply want, if the Senator ~ill permit 

me, to make a fm·tber suggestion to the effect that our rules 
are written in the code, and that we ought to obserte them so 
long as they are there. 

~Ir. SIMMONS. It is not to that at all that I object. 
Mr. GALLINGER. And I am somewhat surprised -that the 

Senutor from North Carolina is now arguing that we ought to 
infTinge the right of debate in this body. 

:ur. SIMMONS. The Senator from New HampsW:re wholly 
mism1derstands me. I have twice repeated that I did ·not sug
gest that we infringe the rules; I did not even suggest that the 
Vice President was wrong in his ruling that the motion was 
debatable; but I suggest that we ought to speedily change the 
rules so as to make such a motion nondebatable. That was my 
only sugge tion. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Well, ~ben the Senator from North Caro
lina attempts that, the question of changing the rules will be 
debatable. 

Mr. SDIMONS. Ob, that is a question that we can consider 
when we reach it. 

~Ir. '.ARDA.MAl~. Mr. President--
The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from North Caro

lina yield to the Senator from Mississippi? 
l\Ir. snnro-xs. Yes. 
1\lr. V ARDAl\IAN_ The Senator from North Carolina indi

rectly, if not directly, seems to charge the proponents of this 
amendment, by discussing this question, with unnecessarily de: 
laying l_egislation which be says the Democrats ha-re promised 
to enact, and he says that it ought not to be discussed. 

l\fr. SIMMONS. The Senator has wholly misunderstood me. 
I ha-re made no such statement. · 

l\Ir. VARDAMAN. What is the Senator from North Carolina
discussing? 

l\Ir. Sll\fl\IONS. I am discussing this rule; that is what I 
am discussing. 

l\Ir. VARDAMAN. Then, if it is not out of order, why does 
the Senator criticize other people for taking up time when the 
Senator is consuming more time? . · 

Mr. SE\IMONS. I can not discuss a proposition without mak
ing illustrations to support my argument; but I ha-re made no 
such statement. , 

l\Ir. VARDAMAN. No Senator upon this floor has taken more 
time to discuss this question than has the Senator from North 
Carolina this morning. _ 

Mr. SDBIO:XS.' I have not sug-gested what the Senator said, 
that the discussion of this question ought not · to be had; but 
what I did suggest was .that we ought not to take the time 
of the Senate to discuss this question until we bad decided 
whether or not we were going to suspend the ru1es so as to 
make the amendment offered by the Senator from Texas [Mr. 
SHEPPARD] in order. 

~Ir. VARD.Al\1AN. The Senator from Texas, I, and other 
Senators who are favoring this measure have · been ready to 
yote on the matter all the morning; we are ready to vote now 
without any further discussion. · · 

:Mr. SUL\ION.S . . But, l\Ir. President--
l\Ir. VARDAMAN. I want to say, if the Senator will .pardon 

me, Mr. Presiden,t. that I am getting a littl~ bit tired of being 
criticized for doing something that I did Q.Ot receive ol·ders, 
or rather permi sion, to do from ·the self-constituted leaders on 
this side. I aro exercising my right~ a·s is the Senator from· 
Texas exercising his righ( as a . Senator to move an .amendm{mt 
whiCh we· JJelie-re ·to be -quite as' impoi'tant to · the American 
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people as -is -the ship-subsidy bill or any other item on the pro~ 
gram referred to by the Senator from North Carolina. -

M1·. SIMMONS. Mr. President, I have not denied 'the right 
of the Senator to make the motion; I am not criticizing that 
at all. The Senator from Texas is entirely within his rights, 
and it is entirely within the right of Senators to discuss this 
question whenever it is in order to discuss it; but my proposi
tion was to cut off .ie di cus ion until the amendment proposed 
by the Senator had been decided to be a competent and legiti
mate amendment to this measure. 
. The Senator from Mississippi says I am taking up time this 
morning, and tha~, be is ready to vote. Yes; Mr. President, all 
of yesterday was taken up by the discussion of the merits of 
the prohibition proposition, but the merits of the rule. which is 
the only thing now before the Senate, were not discussed at all; 
and I say, l\Ir. President--

l\Ir. VARDAMAN. I want the Senator to understand that I 
do not object-- . · · 
· Mr. SIMMONS. I say, Mr. President, that a proposWon to 
change a standing rule of the Senate, which has not been sus
pended in 53 years, and to inaugurate in the Senate a new 
policy with reference to riders upon appropriation bills is a 
very important matter per se; it is a public matter and not a 
private matter, and I think it ought to be discussed. -

Mr. V ARDAl\fAN. I ha-re not objected to the Senator dis
cussing it. I think it is perfectly proper , to discuss it, because 
I realize that out of discussion, that by the attrition of ideas 
and the friction of suggestions the eternal truth may iJe evolve({ 
I have not uttered one word in protest against the Senator's 
speaking, but I do not think it is entirely proper and consistent, 
with my idea o'f fair play, for the Senator to consume · ail hour 
of the time of the Senate and to criticize some of us who have 
used 15 minutes. · 

Mr. SIMMONS. I do not think I ha-re been speaking half an 
hour, but even at that much of the time I have been on the floor 
has been taken by Senators who desired to interrupt me, and 
part of it has been taken up by the Senator, who says be was 
tired of something somebody else was doing. The Senator fi·om 
Mississippi has been tired ever since he has come here of what
ever anybody was doing that he did not agree with, e-ren in the 
White House. [Laughter.] I ·shall proceed, whether the Sen~ 
a tor from- Mississippi is tired or whether he is not tired; that 
is not a rna tter of ron cern to me. 

-Now, Mr. President--
l\lr. V ARDAl\IAN. And, Mr. President, it is equally a matter 

of indifference to me what the Senator from North Carolina 
may do or think. . 
. Mr. SIMMONS. Mr. President, I decline to be further inter
rupted, because the Senator has complained that those who 
oppose the proposition to suspend this rule, which has stood no
suspended for 53 years, ought not to be beard, ought not to han~ 
time to discuss it, after those who favor it have discussed for a 
whole day the merits of the question which is to follow after 
action with reference to the pending motion. ' 

Mr. V .L.DAMAN. Mr. President, the Senator's statement is 
not justified by what I said. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from North Caro
lina yield to the Senator from Mississippi? 

Mr. SIMMONS. No; I said I would not. 
Mr. President, the Senator from Montana [Mr. W .A.LSH] has 

very pertinently and very wisely called attention to the fact 
that not on).y the United States Senate but nearly every legisla~ 
tive body in this . country has a rule against riders upon appro-. 
priation biUs. He has given the fundamental reasons why it is 
unwise to put such riders upon appropriation bills. Howeve1~ 
meritorious the legislation may be, however strong it may be 
with the body to which it is presented, it is an improp~r way, 
and an unwise way, as the Senator from Montana has shown, to 
endeavor to enact it into law. In addition to the reasons which 
the Senator from Montana has given why it is an unwise thing 
to do, I invoke the fact that for 53 years no such action as is· 
now sought has been taken by this body. · 
· .Mr. President, there have been times in our history when men 
who represented legislation which they regarded of vital im~ 
portance, who were just as zealous and just as enthusiastic and 
just as anxious to· have it spe~dily considered as are the propo~ 
nents of the proposed legisl tion now under discus ion, hav~ 
been unable to get the legislation in which they were intereste~ 
out of the commjttee and upon the calendar, and, if it were upo~ 
the. cale_ndar, u11able to get it up for consideration. The tempta~ 
tion has been great, as · it is in the case of the Senator from 
'xexas, to facilitate and expeuite _action. by . .attaching such legis~ 
lation·· to appropriation bUls; but, l\Ir. President, the common 
sense and judgment of this body for 53 years has made itself 
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fe1t so powerfully with the Members of this body that no effort 
has been made during aU that time to secure legislation through 
appropriation bills by the medium of the suspension of the rules. 

I do not think there could be a more powerful circumstance 
than that adduced as an argument why it should not be invoked 
on this particular occasion in this particular case, especially 
'\\hen it is realized that the Senator from Texas will have his 
opportunity and the advocates of prohibition in the District will 
have their opportunity-and they have a majority of this body 
that will back and support them in any course that they may see 
fit to pursue-to bring this matter before the Senate in a 
I"egular and orderly and not in a revolutionary '\\ny. 

But. Ir. President the chief rea on, to my mind, why it is 
unwi. .. e to relax this rule grows out of two circum tances · first, 
that a measure brought up here in this way may be a measure 
which has neYer been submitted to a committee of the Senate. 
It may be a mea ure that has never had any consideration on 
the part of the l\Iembers of the Senate. We have provided, and 
proYided wi ely, that nothing shall be taken up for considera
tion by this body until it bas been submitted to a committee 
of the Senate and that committee have had time to consider and 
report upon it. not only ginng their reasons why they ha,,e 
acted, but, if they have taken te timony in the course of their 
in\estigntions, furnishing us with the written testimony, so 
that we may have both the facts and their conclusions to as i t 
us in legislation. I do not think there is any more salutary 
rule of procedure than that, and yet if this cour e is allowed
and this is but the ente1ing wedo-e-then we lose the benefit of 
committee action, committee consideration, committee inve ti
gation, and committee report upon measures before we take 
them up. 

More than that, i\Ir. President, though we may sneer if we 
want to at the rights of the Executi\e with reference to legis
lation and his power, he not only has rights and power, but he 
has a responsibility in connection with legisla tion just as 
weighty and probably weightier than ours. Our re ponsibility 
is diYided amongst 96 :Jembers of the Senate; the respon ibility 
of Congress us to legi lation is divided amongst DG :Members of 
the Sennte and over 400 "'1embers of the other House. The 
respon~ibility of the Chief Executive a to legislation rests en
tirely upon his shoulders. He is a much a part of the law
making body as are we. His assent-and in his assent is im
plied his responsibility-is coequal with ours. 

1\lr. President, when you present to the President of the 
United States an uppropriation bill providing for the neces"3.ry 
expenses to carry on the Government, the effect of the failure 
of which or a veto of which woul(l be to stop the wheels of the 
GoYernment, whether it be the District of Columbia appropria
tion bill or the bill to pronde money to carry on the Post Office 
Department or the Navy or the Army, and couple with that bill 
a ilistinct and unrelated proposition of general lerrislation, be 
can not veto the one without vetoing the other. It is taking au 
unfair advantage of the Chief Executive. 

For that rea on, ~1r. Pre ident, as well as for the reasons the 
Senator from Montana has given, and the additional reason that 
I have gi,en with reference to the lo s by this method of the 
help of committee action. it would be extremely unwi e to enter 
upon the policy of loadin(Y down our appropriation bills with 
matters which do not relate properly to appropriations for the 
departments of the Government. 

llr. GALLINGER. 1\fr. President, the first discordant note 
has been sounded by the Senator from North CaroUna in the 
di ussion of the bill making appropriations for the government 
of the District of Columbia. We have had an intere ting debate 
on many provisions of that bill, participated in by Senators on 
both ides of the Chamber, I think to a larger extent on the 
other side than on this. The Senator from North Carolina 
[Mr. SnnfoNs] has made the sugueNtion that there is a pur
pose in -view, and, as be said, it had been announced to fiJibu ter 
again t another bill in which the Senator irom North Carolina 
is greatly interested. 

I wish to ay for myself. and I think I speak for every other 
Senator on thi side of the Chamber who has made any ob
servations on the matter, that we have never made any such 
declaration. We have said, and we repeat, that so far as the 
shipping bill is concerned we propose to have a full and free 
discu sion of that measure. We do not propose to commit our
sel'res to Government ownership of steamship lines or railroads 
or telephones or telegraph lines or any other great industry 
now conducted by private enterprise without debating it and 
having the country distinctly understand our position. That is 
all we hnve snid; it is all we say now; we stand by that 
declaration. :md propose to stand by it. ' 

1\lr. Pre~ident. so far as the matter that is now under debate 
is concerned, I think we may well keep good-natured over it. 

The rule gave the Senator from Texas the right to make the 
motion he did. It went to the Committee on Rules, and the 
Committee on Rules reported it back faYorably, and I think 
the Committee on Rules meant to do the right thing. It has, 
perhaps, re ulted in a longer debate than some Senator de
sired; but that frequently occurs in this body, to tlie discomfort 
of some of us on one side or the other of this Chamber. As I 
haYe sug~ested, I think we had better keep good-natnred about 
it and determine this matter dispassio~ately and calmly and 
without heat. That is what I propose to do, and I trust every 
other l\lember of this body -n·ill co the same thing. 

I regret, personally, that o much feeling has developed on 
the other side of the Chamber between our fri end of the Demo
cratic Party, bPCause we wnnt to belp them keep good-natured. 
We want them to enjoy themsel,es as long as they are in 
power. It is not going to be a great while [laughter]. and we 
want to contribute our little mite to1Yard their haPJ1ine when
ever we haYe <~ n opportunity. As a humble membPr of the 
minority, recognizing the fact that "our Democratic friends nre 
temporarily in power. I wi~h to a ~sure them thnt we do not par
ticularly enjoy the violent outbursts we have witne , ed to-day he
tween distinguished members of the m'ajority party; nnd I will 

dd simply that I hope we will now proceed in order and calmly 
discuss, if it is to be discus ed further, the que tion before the 
Senate, and in due time take a vote upon it. ancl we will all 
bow, a we must bow, to the deci ion of this body when that 
decision is rendered. 

For myself, ~lr. President, I have not taken any time in this 
di cussion. I am in fa\or of the motion the Senntor from Texas 
has mnde. I shall vote for prohibition for the Di trict of Colum
bia, if I get an opportunity to do so. believing that such action 
will be for the best intere~t of a majority of the people. I 
shall vote for national prohibition, if I get an opportunity to 
do ~o, believing that that nction will be in the inter st. of a 
majority of the people of the country at large· but I nm not 
going to find any fa11lt "ith any Sienntor who <..iffers with w 
or '\\ho votes differently from the rote I shall ca t. 

I hope now. ~Ir. President, in the ·intere t of good le~i. la
tion, in the intere ts of good nature :md good feeling a II aro1m1l, 
thnt we will proceed to the further discussion of this que tion, 
if it is to be further discus ed, an<l that in dne time we will take 
a yote 11pon it and settle it. 

1\Ir. JAMES. 1\lr. President, I am ure this side apprecintf'<:, 
and I am doubly sure I do, the deep intere t always wnnifestell 
by the Senator from New Hamp hire in keeping thi ide iu a 
good humor. I know. of cour e, that it would grieve him on''r
much to see anything happen UJ10n thi side that would ·:1 u ·e 
straine~ relations between Democrats. He has so re··entl~' hn<.l 
an experience of that kind in the Republican Party and I Imow 
he has seen the bad effects of it o manife ted upon hi. O\\ 
party that h<> does not de ire to ee it inflicted upon the Demo
cratic Party. It is . a glorious thing in thi country that e,·pry
body has a right to prophesy; and I am certain that if th2re · 
any happiness to be deriYed by the Senator from New ll;unp
shire from prophesying about the success of the Hepnhliti.ll 
Pnrty I should not, if I could. deny that to him, beca u e 1 feel 
certnin that it will run in the next election where it ditl iu tll 
last; that is, third. [Laughter.] . 

Mr. GAr..LHi'GER. 1\lr. Pre ident, I am not going to get int 
a polith;a.l conh·oversy with my good friend troru Kentnd·~·. I 
had no purpose of saying anything that would result iu th:l t. 
I simply expressed a friendly feeling for our good Deruoern tic 
friends; and I was reminded, a I was on my feet- I thou;.!ht 
I would not quote it then, but I think I will now-of the wortl : 

Be>hold. how good and how pleasant it is for brethren to dwell 
together ill unity. 

[Laughter.] 
Mr. JAMES. 1\lr. Pre ident, that is tbe erond time I h n ,. 

heard the Senator quote that verse very recently. If thPre is 
anybody on earth who ought to be an expert in all tho. e state
ments in the Bible or in hi tory about •· brethren dwelling 
together in unity." I am certain a Republican ought to bP <]nita 
familiar with them, since their Chicago convention so <le!i.:;ht
fully experienced it. [Laughter.] 

But, l\1r. President, the Sienator from New Hamp.bire nf' 
not be alarmed. The Senators on this side roscus questions. 
We have our opinions about them. We may be a little m·er
enthusiastic sometimes, but the Sienator takes that too mucb to 
heart. He is too much impre sed with it. I can a~sure him 
that we will all be together in solid phalanx behind· the Demo· 
cratic nominee in 1916. 

But I arose, 1\Ir. President, not to d;~cu~s the proRpect of 
the Republican Party-! do not think tb::~t que. tion ~uffirieJ)tly 
important to call for serious consitleration-but to rlil'eu.'s tho 
question that is now before the Senate-the susvension of the 
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rules of the Senate ·for the purpose of considering the question 
of prohibition in the District of Columbia. 

This discus ion has proceeded here as if the issue were, " Is 
whisky a good thing or a bad thing to use?" That is not the 
issue at all. The immediate issue here submitted is whether 
the rules of the Senate shall be suspended to consider the ques
tion of prohibition in the Dish·ict of Columbia. 

This is the nrst time in 53 years there has ever been an 
attempt in this Senate to tie onto an appropriation bill new 
legi lation-unconsidered, undigested, uninvestigated legisla
tion-in this way by a su pension of the rules. In ,the State 
that sends me here to represent them it is provided in our 
con titution that only one subject can be considered in a bill 
before the legislature, and that subject shall be plainly stated 
in the title. The impmiance of preventing the tying of one 
issue onto another, so prolific of bad legi!:!lation, was manifest 
to the organic-law makers of our State, so they prohibited it in 
the constitution, as has been stated by the Senator from Mon
tana [Mr. WALsH]. So this body, by its rules of procedure, 
provided that amendments presenting new legislation could not 
be tied onto appropriation bills. I belie-ve that this rule has 
sal'ed the people of tbis country more money, has been a greater 
protection to the people's Treasury than any other ever written. 
Gentlemen having a desire to raid the Treasury, and knowing 
that standing alone it would fail to become a law, would tie 
onto it some popular pt:inciple of new legislation. Some gentle
men would yote for the bill containing the two questions be
cau e it contained the legislation they approved; others would 
vote for it because the Government could not proceed without 
the nece sary appropriation. Hence, it would pass, yet either 
alone would fail, and neHber is the will of the majority. While 
some might be willing to break down this protection to serve an 
end they deemed wise, it would reh1rn many times to plague 
them. 

The attempt here is not to take the sens~ of t4e people of the 
District of Columbia on whether or not they desire the sale 
of spirituous, vinous, or malt liquor; no -rote is to be given to 
them; no referendum to them is submitted; they are not to 
be consulted. It is proposed to ha-ve Congress-which the 
District of Columbia did not elect, had no voice in selecting 
whatever-vote upon the people here absolute prohibition. 
Their advice is not asked; they are not consulted; but the Dis
trict of Columbia, in which there is the city of Washington, 
the Capital of the Nation, with 400 000 people, is to be dis
franchised upon this question, and \Yithout a hearing before a 
committee of the Senate. I can not support such a proposition. 
It Js undemocratic, un-American, and unfair. It would deny 
to the people here a right given to the people in every other 
State in the Union, either of a direct or an indirect refer
endum-direct referendum when the Yote would be upon the 
issue itself, or indirect when the vote was for the candidates 
upon platform pledges as to their course. 

In Kentucky we have local option. I was elected to the Sen
ate upon a platform which pledged our party to local option. 
Our party enacted it into law, and each "locality "-which in 
our State is the county, the unit-passes upon this question 
at the polls-the voters, the people themselves. No legislature 
would dare to usurp this right of local self-government and im
pose whisky upon a dry county or impose prohibition upon a 
wet county. I would not -vote to impose upon the people here 
prohibition without submitting the question to them, any more 
than I would vote to 'license the sale of whisky here, if it were 
prohibited by law, without submitting the question to the people. 
Tbe rule of the people must be recognized in all questions. No 
question is so good or so great that it is better than the rule 
of the people, which is the voice of the people, which, we 
have often been told, is the voice of God. In Kentucky we 
have, as I said, local option, where the county is the social 
unit. I believe in local option. It has been a success in our 
State. 

In Kentucky, which perhaps distills more whisky than any 
other State in the Union-certainly more good whisky than any 
other State in the Union [laughter]-we submit the issue wet 
or dry, license or no license, to the people, and under this law 
more than 106 counties voted to prohibit the sale of whisky. 
The other 14, in which there are large cities, have the sale of 
whisky. It is pos ible for the whole State to be dry. if it is the 
will of the. peopl~ in each county. The people living in one part 
of Kentucky can not force their will upon the other part of the 
State. Local self-government is given to the people of each 
county, which together constitute the State. To each self-gov
erning community is given the right of self-government. Thls 
is democracy as I have always been taught it. The platform 
upon which I was elected to the Senate pledged me to the county 
unit in local option; that is, to giYe to the people in each county 

in our State the right to say at th2 ballot box whether whisky 
should be licensed or prohibited. That is local self-government 
in each county. For me to vote here to deny that right to the 
people of this District would be a direct violation of the spirit 
of that platform promise. I was elected upon that platform, 
and I shall not violate it. I will not do that. In each county 
in Kentucky, some of them with less than 10,000 people, they 
have this right of self-government, a right pledged to them by 
my party. Shall I now vote to deny the same right of self
government to the people here, 400,000 in numbera, forty times 
the size of the unit to which it is given in my State under the 
pledge of the Democratic Party and written into law by their 
legislature? I challenge any advocate of prohibition upon this 
floor to point me to a city that in any way approximates the 
size of Wasbington where prohibition has been a success when 
it was voted upon them against their will. 

There was placed in the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD yesterday a 
letter from the Washington Mercantile Association. That let
ter gives the names of orga-1ization after organization in the 
District of Columbia that have protested against prohibition. 
Let me read the first one: 

The Personal Liberty League of the District of Columbia, with a 
petition of residents and taxpayers numbering about 50,000. 

In this District there would not. be over 80,000 \oters. So 
here is a p:·otest from a majority of the voters against prohibi
tion. I am in fal'or of the rule of the people everywhere. Why 
should the people here be denied it? 

Why, in my State you can not haver -rote upon local option
that is, the denial or the permis ion of the sale of whisky in a 
county-unless you get 25 per cent of the voters o~ that county 
to petitioL for . it. Why is ·~hat? That is a good law. The 
reason for it is that there should be no necessity for an election 
that will stir up a community, as the question or-whisky or no 
whisky will, and make enemies out of good friends unless there 
is a decided desire ''1 the county to have that cuestion decided, 
to ha-re the law changed, which is dry to wet or which is wet to 
dry. You can not enforce -a prohibition law in any community 
unless you have back of that law a healthy public sentiment. 

Take the District of Columbia. It would seem that the rea
son why the effort is m tde here to vote prohlbition direct upon 
these people without their consent is because the advocates 
of that policy belie-ve that if the question were submitted to the 
people themselves they would refuse to vote it. 

Mr. SHEPPARD. Mr. President--
The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Kentucky 

yield to the Senator from Texas? 
Mr. JAMES. I yield to the Senator. 
Mr. SHEPPARD. Did not the Senator from Kentucky the 

other day vote to impose on the people of this Distiict a change 
in the plan of taxatior without saying anything about referring 
it to them? 

Mr. JAMES. Oh, certainly, 1\lr. President; but that is not 
a parallel case at all. The legislatures of the various States 
pass upon questions of taxation without submitting them to the 
people, but upon the question whether or not whisky shall be 
sold in a county that is "dry" or prohlbited in a county that 
is "wet" it always has been the policy in practically every 
State in this Union to submit it to the voters at the ballot box. 

How can you enforce prohibition in the District of Columbia 
if you have not back of it the sentiment of the people here? 
Your jurors, your officers, the men who indict and the men who 
try, the officers who arrest, the witnesses who testify, and the 
judges who pre ide are the men who must enforce this law. 
That is the reason why prohibition has been a failure in eYery 
big city in this Nation. The public sentiment has not been 
strong euough to uphold the law. It was a failure in Nashville, 
it was a failure in Memphis, because public sentiment did not 
favor it and would not uphold it, and it would be a failure in 
the District of Columbia if it were forced upon these people 
without their cousent. 

I have heard a great deal of a referendum. That has been 
dear to the hearts of some-almost as dear as prohibition-yet 
in the District of Columbia the iron hand of power would be 
leveled against these people, without giving them tbe oppor
tunity to be heard, by those who have told-us so much of refer
endums. The rule of the people upon a question like this ap
plies as much to the people of the District of Columbia as it 
applies to the people of a county hi Kentucky. 

You say you have not the machinery for it. Why, all you 
have to do is to appoint the election officers, print the ballots, 
and prescribe the qualifications of the voters. That is all that 
is done in Kentucky. The election commissioners appoint the 
election officers, the sheriff serves notice on them, the clerk has 
the ballots printed, the election officers conduct the election, 
and the result is determined by the people themselves. But 

0 



0 

1690 CONGRESSION.A.L RECORD-SENATE. JANUARY 16, 

here in the District of Columbia we are told that the liberty of 
the citizen fades as he approaches the Capital of the Nation; 
that a right dear to the people of the States shall be denied 
here; that out in the States they have the right to govern them
seh·es, but here in the District of Columbia, because they are 
close to the Capitol itself, because they are near to the very 
seat of liberty, therefore we will force upon these people, with
out gidng to them the opportunity to be heard, prohibition that 
in rul probability would not in the slightest degree be enforced
if forced on them against their will 

~Ir. President, because you are willing to give to the people 
the right to rule themselves, because you believe a question of 
this kind can be better handled under strict regulation and a 
high license it is as unfair to designate one who takes that 
position as lining up with the saloon men as it would be for 
me to turn upon tho e who advocate a prohibition law that 
could not be enforced in great cities and line them up with 
th~ "blind tigers" and the "speak-easies" and bootleggers" 
that violate the law that has been written upon the statute 
books. 

.il1r. WILLIAMS. Mr. President--
The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Kentucky 

yield to the Senator from Mississippi? 
Mr. JAMES. I do. 
1\Ir. WILLIAMS. If the Senator will pardon me, in that 

connection I wish to call his attention to a fact well known 
to him, and I suppose to a great many Members of the Senate. 

Abraham Lincoln was \ery ardently in fa-ror of the abolition 
of sla-rery as far as it could be constitutionally accomplished. 
There was no doubt about the fact that Congress could abolish 
slaYery in the District of Columbia, and yet Abraham Lincoln 
said tha t as a Member of Congress he would not vote for a bill 
to do it unless it had been previously submitted to the people of 
the District of Columbia. You might just as well say, then, 
that be was hypocritical and insincere in his pretension that 
he 'vanted to abolish slavery because he was willing to lea-re to 
the people of the District whether it should be abolished or not. 

Mr. JAMES. Certainly; the right of the people to go\ern 
them elves and to rule themseh-es in the District of Columbia 
was r ecognized, and advocated by A.bra'ham Lincoln, and it 
ought to exist in the same degree that it does in every State 
of the Union. Gentlemen say that you do not submit this or 
that taxation question to the District of Columbia. Certainly 
not, nor do you in any of the States submit that question to the 
people of the State; but you must remember that in the State 
there are two ways by which this question of local option or 
prohibition has been decided-either upon the direct vote of the 
people upon the issue itself, or by voting for a candidate who 
him elf declared how he stood upon that question. But in the 
Di trict of Columbia no Senator has been voted for by the 
people here. No Senator stated what his position was when he 
was elected as to the District of Columbia; the people of the 
Di trict of Columbia had no right to pass upon his election to 
the United States Senate. 

I want to say that in the District of Columbia the people 
here ha-re ju t as much riO'ht to settle this que tion as to 
'vhether or not they want whisky or no whisk-y as they have 
in the State of Kentucky. 

:hly friend from Texas [Mr. SHEPPARD] repre ents a great 
Commonwealth, the State of Texas, and he is undertaking to 
force upon the people of the District of Columbia by men they 
did not elert, aO'ainst their will and without their con ent, a 
policy of prohibition that the great State of Texas itself has 
three times recently repudiated. I ask him would he be will
ing to -rote upon the people of Texas prohibition when that 
ttnestion was submitted to them twice at the ballot box and twice 
they ha-re defeated it, and only recently they again expressed 
their opinion in the election of a governor who stood opposed 
to State-wide prohibition? Yet the effort is made here to im
po e upon the e people prohibition without e-rer giving them 
an opportunity to be heard. Would he do Texas the same way? 

1\lr. President, the letter that I shall ask to have read states 
my po ition upon the whisky que tion. It is a letter familiar 
to Senators, but in order that they may again hear it I send it 
to the Secretary's desl~. It is the letter by President Wilson to 
Rev. Thomas D. Shannon. I ask that the Secretary may 
read it. 

The VICE PRESIDE~·T. Is there any objection? The Chair 
hears none, and the Secretary will read as requested. 

The Secretary read as follows : 

Rev. •rnmus D. SHANNO~, 
16 Clinton Street, Newar'k, N . J. 

MAY 1, 1011. 

MY DEAR MR. SHA..~NON : The question asked in your letter of April 
27 about my attitude toward · the important question of local option is, 
of course, a pe.rfectly legitimate one, and you are entitled to a very 

frank answer. I would have replied sooner bad I not been prevented 
by imperative public engagements. I have explained my views to you 
in private, but have, of course, no objection to yoru· making them 
public. 

I am in favor of local option. I am a thorough believer in local 
self-government, and believe that every self-governing community which 
constitutes a social unit should have the right to control the matter ot 
the regulation or of the withholding of license . 

But the questions involved are social and moral and are not suscepti
ble of being made parts of a party program. Whenever they have 
been made the subject matter of party contests they have cut the lines 
of {>arty organization and party action athwart to the ut ter confusion of 
political action in every other field. T hey have th1·own every other 
question, hc.wever important into the background and ha>e made con
structive farty action impossible for long years together. o far as I 
am mysel concerned, therefore, I can never consent to have the ques
tion of local option made an issue between political parties in t his 
State. Mv judgment is very clear in this matter. I do not belteve 
that party programs' of the highest consequence to the political life of 
the State and of the Nation ought to be thrust on one side and hopeles ly 
embarrassed for long periods together by making a political i sue of a 
great question which is essentially nonpolitical, nonpartisan, moral, and 
social in its nature. 

Very sincerely, yours, WOODROW WILSO:S. 

:Mr. · JAMES. Mr. Pre ident, that letter state that every 
social unit shall decide for itself the question of license or no 
license. Prohibition has been a success wherever public senti
ment has been back of it. It has been a failure wherever public 
sentiment has been opposed w it. 

It is claimed that the issue is to be determined here a to 
whether whisk'"}' is a good thing or a bad thing, whether it is 
good for the human system or bad for it, whether it affects the 
kidneys or has no effect whate-rer. Mr. President, that is not the 
question. The question here is what is the best way to regulate 
and handle the whisky question-whether by high license and 
strict regulation or by prohibition. The question is whether or 
not you can enforce a prohibition law in a community that is 
opposed to it and impose upon the people of that community 
prohibition without ever allowing them to have a word to say 
about it. 

Of course the di ect issue here • is whether or no ~ the rule 
shall be suspended rnd this proposition placed before the Senate. 
I shall cast my -rote in oppo ition to it for the reasons I ha\e 
given. I am perfectly willing that this question shall be sub
mitted to the people here. If it is their will to prohibit the 
licensing of the sale of whisky, then the law can be enforced. 
tecause the people are back of it and public sentiment will 
.enforce it. 

Mr. SHEPP AnD. I wish to ask the Senator from Kentnck'"Y 
a question before he takes his seat :ae has stated thnt he i in 
fr.l'or of local option. Does he mean to say by that that if he 
were in a county that voted as -to whether or not there hould 
be prohibition he would vote for prohibition? 

1\Ir. JAMES. The Senator misconstrued my terms. In Ken
tucky local option means that each locality shall determine for 
itself how it stands. 

1\Ir. SHEPPARD. "Will the Senator an wer as to how he 
would vote in one of those localities? 

Mr. JAMES. I ha-re already -roted. In my home county I 
\Oted in a local option election, and I l'Oted dry, because the 
people there, the sentiment there, could handle the question and 
enforce the·law. 

The sentiment in my community under the local option law 
prohibited the sale of whi ky in the county, and it was a com
munity that has enforced the law. But just 160 or 170 miles 
from my county is the city of l\Iemphis, where they have not 
enforced the law. Public sentiment favored the law and en
forced it in one social unit; in the other it Jpposed it and. 
violated it. The rule of the people is manifest by thi compari
son. It is better to let the people rule, for when you do they will 
sustain the law; if you do not, they will violate it. For in the 
last analysis public sentiment is the law. E-rery community is 
just as good as the public sentiment of the people makes it. 

Mr. KE~YON. 1\Ir. President, I am not going to take nny 
time on this question, because I hope that a vote may be 
reached, but in view of the letter submitted by the Senator from 
Kentucky [1\Ir. JAMES] I think it would not be inappropriate 
to place in the RECORD another editorial of the Secretary of 
State upon this subject. I placed one editorial in the RECORD 
a few days ago, and. I shall from time to time place in the 
RECORD these editorials as they shall appear. I run sorry that 
the editorial which appears in the Commoner to-day, i.Q. which 
Secretary Bryan predicts the end of the liquor business in this 
country, has not as yet reached Washington, but it will be 
here during the day, and I shall then submit it For the pres
ent I ask to ha-re read, in answer to the letter read by the 
Senator from Kentucky, the part I have marked from an 
editorial in the Commoner of December, 1914. 

The VICE PRBSIDE~'T. Is there any objection? The Chair 
hears none, and the Secretary will read as requested. 

i 
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The Secretary read a. follows: 
These quPstions arc, howeve1·, at issue in the States, and as a Demo

crat I am interested in seeing the party take the moral side of both 
que tlons-the side that appeals to young men who are coming out of 
our schools and coile"'es and who assume the obligations of citizen
ship with a vision of better things. Every new issue causes .a new 
alignment; in proportion a~ it is an important issue it brings about 
changes in party affiliations. If the Democratic Party takes the side 
of the brPwer, the distiller, and the saloon keeper, it will lose many 
of its best membel's and it will draw to itself the worst element of 
the Hepublican l'arty, and the Democratic Party can not afford to 
invite an element that puts desire for drink before principles of govern
ment and the Nation's welfare. The more we have of that element. the 
more difficult it will be to draw to us those whose presence gives 
strength to a party and who e vDice and example increase its nnmbers. 

The Democratic Party can not be killed, even by association with so 
contaminating an influence as the liqnor interests, but why should the 
party allow itself to be debauched and disgraced? It would take a 
decade or more to remove the odium that the r·epresentatives of the 
triple curse--the saloon, the gambling hall, and the brothel-will 
bring upon the party if they are allowed to dictate its policy. The 
result of the liquor fight in the late campaign is full of warning; it 
the Democratic Party fails to heed this warning to it, it does so at its 
own peril. 

w. J. BRYA....'\. 

The VICE PTIESIDENT. The que tion still is on concurring 
in the report of the Committee on llule . 

l\Ir. WHITE. .Mr. PresMent, the immediate question before 
the Seuate hus not been much discus ed, but the real q11estion, 
the question that reaches the ultimate end, has be~n debated. 
The question to be T"Oted on i , as I under tand it, Sllall the 
report of the Committee on Rules be adopted? If this report 
should be adopted, then the way would be open for the Senator 
from Texas to offer his amendment to the l!PPropr.iation bill 
under consideration prohibitin<r the sale of intoxicants in the 
District of Columbia. This is the subject which has been 
di cu ed by Senators and is the one dominant in the public 
mind. Therefore it de1olves upon me as a representative in 
this body to express the news of my constituency upon the 
subject as wen as my own. Happily on this occasion they are 
in accord. 

I am opposed to the saloon, and I will go further an<l say that 
I am oppo ed to the ale of intoxicating liquors in any way. 
A large majority of the people in my State are opposed to the 
saloon and share my views on this ubject. This is conclusively 
shown by the fact that only two days ago the legi lature that 
has recently a embled in Alabama, by a three-fourths vote in 
each house, prohibited the sale and manufacture of liquor 
throughout the entire State. It is further demonstrated by the 
fact that there are 67 counties in Alabama, and 6G of tho e 
counties, by a 1ote of the people in the counties, have pro
hibited its sale and its manufacture. 

But, Mr. President, I am not here alone to reflect the views 
of the people of Alabama. I am here to l!ive expre ion~ as far 
as I can, to the news of the people of the Nation. This is 
essentially a national que tion. The authority of Congress 
to exercise the police power of the Nation to protect the morals 
and safeguard the health of the people of the District of 
Columbia can not be doubted. The power is lodged -there and 
it is lodged nowhere el e. It devolves upon Congress to act, 
and if it does not act action can not be taken. 

Are the people of the Nation affected by this question? Have 
they any re ponsibility re ting upon them? Both these ques
tions mu t be answered in the affirmative. They are vitally 
affected. The 'Sovereignty of the District abides in them. They 
re ide here in the persons of their representatives. The na
tional life is centered here. The conditions existing naturally 
affect the efficiency of their representative in the discharge of 
their rlnties. It is '\\'ell for the people that the moral and social 
atmosphere in which their representatives li1e should be 
clean and pure; that their environment should be the best. 
When I speak of the people's representatives I do not mean to 
include only their repre entatives in Congres , but all those who 
are here at the behe t of the people doing the work of and dis
charging the duties imposed upon them by the public. Sur
rounding them by proper conditions is conducive to a better and 
more faithful discharge of their duties. 

The people of the entim Nation are deeply concerned in every 
officer and Hery employee of the Government, as well as the 
members of their families, to say nothing of the thousands of 
young men and young women they are sending here from their 
homes. in whom they have a personal interest. The lives of 
the e young men and young women are to be made or marred 
by ciYic conditions existing in the District · 

The people of the Nation are concerned in conditions existing 
here for other reasons. This is their Capital· thousand of 
them visit it annually, and to that extent becom~ a part of the 
Di trict's life. They are to be benefited, elevated, injured, or 
lowered by the social and moral atmosJlhere in which they are 

compelled to live while they are in the city. That atmosphere 
should be made conducive to their happiness and safety. 

The people of the United States are concerned in this case • • 
for a greater and better rea on than those I ha \e given. They 
love their fellow men. Their desiJ:e to help and ad\ance hu
mani~y is itself an all-sufficient reason for the interest they 
feel rn the people of the District. In their action they are 
complying witt the new commandment, "Lo1e thy neighbor as 
thy elf." 

It is a ·serted, however, by some that the people of the Di -
trict should determine the question. I take issue with this 
\iew. While the people of the District have a right to be lleard 
on the subject, they ha.ve no right to conh·ol the situation. '.fhe 
que tion presented is whether the District shall control the 
Nation or whether the Nation ~hall control the Di trict. There 
can be but one ans'\\'er to this question. It au wers itself. 

Mr. President, it is not nece sary for me on this occasion to 
point to the vice involved in the liquor traffic or to a ert t:h;lt 
the saloon is a thing of evil. That is admitted on all hands. 
No Senator in this debate has a~--umed the re ponsibility of 
defending the saloon or of denying its evil effects on tlle com
munity. So far tlley affirmatively admit that the pre. ence of 
the saloon is harmful in its effects on society ancl that no good 
whatever results from it. The saloon has no defender on this 
iloor, none wlw will even apologize for it. The only conten
tion is that prohibition will not prohibit If this contention is 
conceded, it furnishes the strongest reason that can be offered 
why saloons should be drilen from the District. For if we 
have in our midst an e"il, an admitted evil, that is capable of 
combating and uefying the Federal Go\ernment, then we had 
better make the issue and settle the question. If the Federal 
Government is to be powerless and helpless when met by this 
foe of society, tllis enemy of mankind, then tlle people of the 
United States ha.d better kno\v it and adopt some other means 
of. conquering a foe that is eugaged ln a life-and-death struggle 
w1th them. 

illr. :President, I think this is the opportunity, the best oppor
tunity, for the people of the United States to demonstrate 
whether prohibition laws can be enforced, as in the District 
of Columbia the entire influence and power of the Federal Gov
ernment can be brought to bear in favor of its enforcement. 

Conditions in the District of Columbia are not comparable 
with those in the various counties of the States. In the 
counties the people elect the officers who are to enforce the law 
and if the people are oppo ed to the law they will elect officer~ 
who are with them in sentiment, but in the District of Columbia 
the officers are selected by the Government itself. They are 
responsible to the GoT"ernment. The- will be held accountable 
by the Government, and when the Government is engaged in a 
struugle in which it is to be determined whether it shall be 
supreme or shall fall limp and helpless at the feet of the 
:rloon, the Government will see to it that officers are appointed 

who will enforce the law and then see to it that the law is 
enforced. 

1\Ir. President, I am in favor of adopting the report of the 
committee and thereby give the people the opportunity of 
accepting the ch..'lllenge of the liquor forces that they are more 
powerful in the District of Columbia than the Government of 
the United States of America. 

1\Ir. JAMES. Mr. President, I suggest the ab ence of a 
quorum. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. WALsH in the chair). The 
Secretary will call the roll: 

The Secretary called the roll, and the iollowing Senators -an
swered to their names : 
Ashurst Gronna O'GoTinan 
Bankhead Hardwick Overman 
Borah Hi tchcoc.k Page 
Brady Hollis Perkins 
Bryan Hughes Pittman 
Burleigh James Poindexter 
Chamberlain Johnson Pomerene 
Chilton Jones Ransdell 
Cl.app Kern Reed 
Colt Lane Root 
Culberson Lea, Tenn. Saulsbury 
Dillingham Lee, l\fd. Sheppa-rd 
du Pont Lippitt Sherman 
Fletche1· Martine, N. J. Shields 
Gallinger Myers Shively 
Gore . ·orris Simmons 

Smith, Ariz. 
Smith, Md. 
Smoot 
Stephenson 
Stone 
Swanson 
Thomas 
Tbomp on 
Thornton 
Tillman 
Townsend 
Walsh 
White 
Williams 

1\Ir. TOWNSEND. The senior Senator from 1\lichigan [Mr. 
SMITH] is absent from the Senate. He is pai:·2d with the 
junior Senator from Missouri [1\Ir. REED]. This announcement 
may stand for the day. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Sixty-two Sem.tor~ have an
swered to their names. A quorum is pre ent. The question is 
on the adoption of the report of the Committee on Rules. 

• 
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1\lr. NORRIS. I wish to inquire from the Senator fro!Il 
Indiana [l\Ir . .KERN}-or if he is not present, perhap,., the Sena
tor from Mississippi [Mr. WILLIAMS] can tell me-if it is con
templated that we .... re going to adjourn prior to 2 o'clock? 

Mr. WILLIAMS. I understand it is contemplated that we 
shall take a recess later this afternoon. 

1\lr. KERN entered the Chamber. 
l\Ir. WILLIAMS. The Senator from Indiana is here. 
Mr. KERX I beg pardon, I did not hear what the Senator 

said. 
l\Ir. NORRIS. I inquire whether it is contemplated that the 

Senate is to adjourn prior to 2 o'clock. 
1\lr. KERN. No, sir; it is contemplated that we shal: take a 

recess by 4 o'clock. 
~lr. NORRIS. The·n. 1\fr. President, in anticipation that the 

amendment which I propose to offer can not be reached to-day, 
I a k unanimous consent to haT"e read for the information of 
the Senate and printed in the RECORD an amendment to tbe 
pending bill that I expect to offer later on. 

l\Ir. SIMMONS. l\1r. President, is it an amendment to the 
amendment that is pending? 

:Mr. NORRIS. No; it is an amendment to the District of Co
l umbin appropriation bill. I wish to have it printed in the 
RECORD for the information of the Senate. I expect to offer it 
when the pending amendment and other amendments are dis-
110 ed of. 

Mr. SIMMONS. Does it relate to general legislation? 
l\lr. NORRIS. No; it does not relate to general legislation, 

but to special legislation. 
.Mr. KERN. 1\lr. President, I should like to inquire of the 

enator from Nebraska if he knows of any reason why a vote 
should not be had on this bill within the next two hours? 

::\Ir. NORRIS. A vote can be had; then I shall offer the 
amendment when we get to it; but I rather anticipated from the 
way this debate has been going on that we would not finish the 
bill to-day. · 

.Mr. KERN. I understand the Senator from Washington [Mr. 
JoNES] wishes to speak, as he informs me, about three-qua1·ters 
of an hour or an hour. I am not advised that any other Sena
tor will spealc. 

Mr. NORRIS. Well, no harm will be done by having the 
amendment now read. I only ask to have it read for informa
tion. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to the re
quest of the Senator from Nebraska for the reading of the 
amen<lment? The Chair hears none. The amendment will be 
recei ,-ed and read as requested. 

The SECRETARY. It is proposed, after line 6, page 30, to add 
the following: 

The Secretary of War is authorized and directed to construct two 
public bathhouses and convert portions of the tidal basin in Potomac 
!'ark into public bathing beaches as outlined in Senate Document No. 
G03, Sixty-third Congress, second session, and for the beginning o! such 
improvement the sum of $50,000 Is hereby appropriated. 

1\lr. JONES. Mr. President. during the discussion yesterday 
I had a very pleasant thought from the fact that partisanship 
wns not suggested in any way, shape, or form in the discussion. 
I had at first thought I would refer to that fact if I got recog
nition to speak; but as the debate further proceeded and no 
reference was made to partisanship ur party affiliations, I had 
decided not even to refer to the matter at all, not even to that 
fact. So I regret that to-day, for the first time in the discussion 
of this question, has partisanship cropped out; that some of 
our friends on the other side of the aisle ha \e apparently ap
pealed to party ties and to party support to defeat the adop
tiou of the report of the Committee on Rules, and that the 
President has been brought into the matter in one way or an
other. I do not think that ought to have been done; and I 
hope th1t this side of the Chamber will not be charged with 
flibu tering if we do refer to some of the matters which have 
been brought up by our friends on the other side, although they 
may not bd exactly germane to the question at issue before the 
Senate. 

I real1y see no occasion for the suggestions of the Senator 
from North Carolina [l\Ir. SIMMONS] that this side of ·the 
Chambet· has been filibusteriug. I know that he disay-o"·ed any 
such charge against us, aad of course I accept his disavowal; 
yet the language used would lead the ordinary layman to con
clude that the Senator had in mind the idea that we had· been 
in a way purposely and needlessly delaying the passage of the 
pending appropriation bill. That would be of the nature, of 
course, of a filibuster. Anyone who will read the RECORD, how
ever, will come to the conclusion that the debate thus far has 
been perfectly legitimate. and it has been. 

The Senator from North Carolina suggested that more dis
en sion had been had with reference to appro~riation bills 

this session than ever before. I want to suggest to the Senator 
that we on this side of the Chamber have more of an excuse 
now to consider appropriation bills very carefully than ever 
before. The "captain of the team " on the other side of the 
Chamber made a speech in Indianapolis a few days ago in which 
he gloried in the fact-at least he claimed it was a fact
that his "team" had been able to slip into a bill a particular 
provision that the Republicans knew nothing about He seemed 
to take much satisfaction out of the fact that under his 
captaincy his "team" had been able, to use a c~mmon phrase, 
to "put it over" on our side of the Chamber. I have heard 
of "jokers" in bills, and that has always been my idea of 
what a joker is-something slipped in without consideration, 
without notification or advice to the other side, slipped in 
quietly and surreptitiously and in the dark, without discus
sion, without education with reference to the matter. 

Mr. HARDWICK. Mr. President, will the Senator yield 
at that point? 

Mr. JONES. Oh, certainly; with pleasure. 
Mr. HARDWICK. Would the Senator mind quoting the 

exact language of the President? Unless I read his address 
wrong, he did not use any such language as tlle Senator is 
using. 

Mr. JO~ES. I am not pretending to quote the language of 
the President. 

Mr. HARDWICK. The Senator has used the word::; " slipped 
in surreptitiously." 

1\Ir. JOl\"'ES. My recollection is that the President used 
those words. If. he did not, he used words that mean that. 

Mr. HARDWICK. I will get the address. 
Mr. JO~"'ES. I shall be y-ery glad if the Senator will quote 

the President's exact language. I dislike to take the time of 
the Senate to stop now and look up the President's message and 
examine it to find just what the exact language was; but I do 
know that the President expressed an exultant note, an exultant 
feeling, that something had been put into the bill that the 
Republicans did not know anything about and did not " get on 
to it" until after the bill bad been passed and enacted into law. 

Mr. CLAPP and Mr. GALLINGER addre sed the Chair. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Wash

ington yield; and if so, to whom? 
1\Ir. JONES. The Senator from Minnesota interrupted first, 

and I yield to him. 
l\Ir. CLAPP. I wish to say that the only person who was 

obliT"ious as to the contents of the bill with reference to the 
proposition to afford a junket was the President himself. The 
matter was fully discussed by the committee, and I think on the 
floor, and objected to on the ground that we had already pro
vided either one or two just such junketing trips during that 
session of Congress. If that constitutes a tariff commission, 
we now ha\e two, if not three, tariff commissions. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President--
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from "Tash

ington yield to the Senator from New Hampshire? 
1\Ir. JONES. Certainly; I yield to the Senator from New 

Hampshire. 
Mr. GALLINGER. Is my memory correct or is it at fault? 

Did not the President use the words "Woodrow chuckled" 
in connection with that matter? 

Mr. JONES. I think so; since the Senator has refreshed my 
memory that is my recollection. But, of course, the addre s 
has been put into the RECORD, and it will speak for itself as to 
whether or not the President used that language. 

Mr. SWANSON. 1\Ir. President--
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Wash· 

ington yield to the Senator from Virginia? 
Mr. JONES. I shall do so in just a moment. 
The President certainly did chuckle audibly in his addre s at 

what he thought had been "put over" on this side of the Cham
ber. Now I will yield to the Senator from Virginia. 

1\Ir. SWANSON. As I understand, a fair interpretation of 
the President's speech would be that he was surprised that many 
Republicans should now be clamoring to pas in Congre s some
thing that had already been passed-legislation for the appoint
ment of a commission that could investigate matters connecte1l 
with the tariff; and be chuckled that he had knowledge enough 
to know that if that were wise, it had been provided for, and 
other people did not know it. There wns no evidence that it 
had been done surreptitiously. As I understand, it passed the 
other House, then came over here in the Hou e bill, and was 
discussed in the Senate. I ha "e no doubt the President was 
surprised that some Republicans had been trying to get legi la
tion that had already been provided for. 

Mr. REED. Mr. President--_ 
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The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Wash

ington yiel<l to the ·senator from Missomi? 
_- 1\Ir. JOXES. Certainly. 

1\lr. REED. I merely wish to remark that if one-tenth of the 
pre identinl crimes were committed which Taft charge~ to 
Roose\elt and which Roosevelt charged to Taft, then, if a 
Democratic President has done nothing worse than to " chuckle," 
we are, indeed, progi·es ing. 

1\fr. HARDWICK. 1\lr. President, will the Senator from 
Wa hington yield to me? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Wash
ington yield to the Senator from Georgia? 

Mr. JONES. I yield. 
1\Ir. HARDWICK~ I have here the exact words the Presi

dent u ed, and they do not justify, in my judgment, any such 
characterization as has been made of them either by the Sena
tor from Washington or elsewhere. 
' 1\lr. JONES. I shall be very glad to have the Senator read 

the language. 
1\Ir. HARDWICK. Very well, sir, if the Senator will yield to 

me for that purpose I shall do so. 
· It is ns follows: 

That kind of science I do not care to know anything about, except 
enough to stop it. But if by scientific treatment of the tariff they mean 
adjustment to the actual trade conditions of America and the world, then 
I am with them ; and I want to call their attention, for though they 
voted for it they apparently have not noticed it, to the fact that the 
bill which creates the new trade commission does that very thing. We 
were at pains to see that it was J?Ut in there. That commis ion is au
thorized and empowered to inqmre into and report to Conaress not 
only upon all the conditions of trade in this country, but upon the 
conditions of trade, the cost of manufacture, the cost of transporta
tion-all the things that enter into the que tion of the tariff-in 
foreign countries ~s well as in the United Stat~s. and in~o all those 
questions of foreign combinations which affect international trade be
tween Europe and the United States. It has thP full powers which will 
guide Con17ress in the scientific treatment of questions of international 
trade. Bemg by profession a schoolmaster, I am glad to point that out to 
the class of uninstructed Republicans, though I have not always taught 
in the primary grade. 

Mr. JONES. Of course the Senator can construe that lan
guage just as he pleases; I shall construe it as I understand it; 
and I think it bears out fully what I said a moment ago, that 
the President was exulting in the fact tllat he thought he had 
put something in this bill which the Republicans did not know 
anything about. He says substantially, "We put it in; we 
worked it out; we were at pains to see that it was put in there." 

1\lr. HARDWICK. Mr. Pre ident, if the Senator will pardon 
me, the President was merely expressing his deep regret at the 
ignorance of the uninstructed Republicans. 
· l\Ir. JONES. Oh, yes; that is true. Of course he used very 

dignified language in the address where he charged Senators on 
this side of the Chamber with being ignoramuses. He did not 
m~e the word "ignoramus"; I will admit that, but that is what 
he meant. I do not complain at his language. I suppose he 
honestly believed what he Sa.id. 

1\Ir. WILLIAl\IS. Well, a rose by any other name would 
smell as sweet · 

1\Ir. JONES. As my friend from l\lis i ·sippi suggests, a rose 
by any other name would smell just as sweet. 

Mr. WORKS. 1\Ir. President--
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Wash

ington yield to the Senator from California? 
1\lr. JO~ES. Certainly; I yield. 
Mr. WORKS. I should like to suggest that if the President 

has" put anything. over" on anybody, it has been on the Demo
crats and not the Republicans. We have been earnestly favor
ing a tariff commission for a long time. 

1\Ir. JONES. I think so. I have been wondering whether 
the President has come over to the poHcy of protection, because, 
according to the Democratic theory, a tariff commission is not 
needed, and you have always said so; so that if we do need a 
tariff commi ion and there was put in the bill a provision for 
a tariff commission to take into consideration the differences in 
the conditions of manufacture and in the cost of production as 
between this country and foreign countries, it has been put in 
to carry out a policy of the Republicans, a policy ~ which they 
believe. So that, as the Senator from California suggests, the 
President is probably ' putting something over" on his team, 
and it may be possible that when you get into caucus this after
noon you will have orders there to take up a protective tariff 
sy tern, or something of that sort, to meet the present emer
gency; I do not know. 

Mr. REED. Mr. President--
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Wash

ington yield to the Senator from Missouri? 
Mr. JONES. Gladly. -
.Mr. REED. If the Pre ident has adopted a Republican pol

icy, as the Senator insists, and has played directly into the . 

bands of the RepubHcnns, as the Senntor in~ists, I should like 
to know what he is making all this noise nbout? Be ought not 
to complain e"Ven at the Greeks bearing bifts. 

Mr. JON'ES. l\Ir. President, I am not insisting thnt the 
President has done this; I am merely wondering if it is true. 
I wish to say to the Senator fro·m lllissouri that I would wel
come the support of the President in behnlf of protection ; I 
will be glad if he does issue orders to his team to favor the 
protective system and put it into effect; and I believe that 
would more nearly insure the continuance of the Democratic 
P arty in power than any other thing he could do. If he should 
follow the suggestion and recominendnt1on of the Democmtic 
n ational committeeman from the State of New York, thing 
would not look so rosy for us Republicans as they do now. Nor 
am I complaining for his coming around to the Republican v-iew. 

1\lr. REED. Mr. Pres1dent--
.l\Ir. JONES. I gladly yield to the Sen tor from Missouri 
l\lr. REED. I do not know for which wing of the Republican 

Party the Senator is speaking, whether he is speaking for the
revitalized stand-pat element, which he nnd certain other Sl::'na
tors were condemning only a few months ago. or whether he is 
speaking for thnt moribund and rapiuly shrinking animal 
known as the "Bull Moose"; bot I can ay to the Senator th •tt 
there is nothing in the lnnguage of the · Pre ident to indicnte 
that he has in the slightest degree abandoned the Democratic 
doctrine-that taxation should only be leYied for the support of 
the Government and that no government ha the right to IJick 
the pockets of all the people for the benefit of a few of the 
people, particularly when the few nre wealthy corporations 
already grown too great and powerful. 

The Senator ftlils to distinguish between a remark wbif'h 
indicates that a t>oard has been created which has the power to 
gather certain data and information and an abandonment of a 
well-known national policy. The Senator seems to think that 
if the Democratic Party were to get informntion through this 
board it nece sarily would employ it a he might employ it or 
as one branch of his party might employ it, for the purpo e of 
ascertaining how much more they could take out of the pockets 
of the people and transfer into the coffers of some manu
facturer . 

I want to say ·to the Senntor another thing in reply to his 
remark that we may get orders in our caucus this afternoon 
from the President. The Democmtic caucus has not been 
taking orders from the Pre ident, and he has not been sending 
orders there. The Democratic conference will meet this after
noon and discuss propositions in it own way _relating to the 
public business and will not be interfered with by anybody. 
The Senator can disabu e his mind of that, a he might well 
di abuse his mind of the thought that by di torting and twi ·ting 
the plain language of the President. and after it has been read 
still standing for the distortion and insisting upon the twi~ting 
proce -that by such means as that he will deceive anyone 
in the United States as to the intention or utterances of the 
President or will conceal his own purposes. 
- Mr. JONES. 1\fr. President, my recollection is thnt iu that 

address the President also, to a certain extent. diYided the 
Democrats into classes; and I think he referred to some who 
were sitting on the brakes or the traces, or something like that, 
retarding the wagon or injuring the team and affecting the 
virility and the efficacy of the team. I do not know whethe1· 
or not he placed the Senator from Missouri in that claRs, nnd 
I do not know whether or not the Senator from lli 5onri is 
really authorized to speak for the President, but I do know 
that he could not ha\e a better spoke man than the Senator 
from 1\Ii souri, and I say that very sincerely. 

Mr. REED. Mr. Pre ident-- • 
1\Ir. JONES. I gladly yield to the Senntor. although I hope 

the Senator from North Carolina will not chnr ge me with 
filibustering by yielding to his friends on the other side, 
because I am not. I am really anxious to get along. 

.Mr. SHHIONS. If the Senator will pardon me. of conrse I 
do not wi h to interfere with the Senator from :\lissouri. but 
the Senator from Missouri seems to be in doubt about whnt 
tlle Senator from Washington is trying to do. I am not in :my 
doubt about it. It has been npparent to me for some time that 
the Senator from Washington was trying to play the favorite 
Republican game recently, of setting np a. mnn of strnw nncl 
knocking him down, and feel it is a little ungracious for my 
Democratic colleagues to· interfere with the ~enator in that 
delightful Republican game. 

.1\Ir. JONES. Now, I gladly yield to the ~enn tor from :\Jis. 
souri. • 

Mr. REED. 1\Ir. President. I only ro e to ._: y that I do not 
pretend to be the authorized spoke. man of the Pre~i 11 r-nt of the 
United States. I never made such a pretension, and I do not 
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know of ·any other person who is authorized to act as his 
spokesman. Of all the men in this country to-day who are 
abundantly able to speak for themsel'res, Woodrcw Wilson 
stands preeminently at the head; but when the plain language 
uttered by any man in public place is sought to be distorted 
and a sinister meaning given to it, I have the rif;ht as a l\lember 
of the Senate and as an humble member of llie Democratic 
Party, which I have always been and always will be, to direct 
nttention to the fact that the language employed by the Presi
dent is not suovceptible of the constr~ction sought to be placed 
upon H. · 

I would not have taken this much time if the Senator had 
been the first man who had raised this construction. The leader. 
of the minority in the House of Representatives is quoted in 
the public press as having uttered very similar sentiments. The 
trnth about the matter is that the speech of the President evi
dently struck home, and there has been a good deal of squirm
ing ever since, aml I make the prediction that the "galled 
jade" will wince quite frequently in the future. 

Mr. JO.~. IES. 1\fr. President, I assure the Senator from Mis
souri that I do not feel like the "galled jade." I would vote 
this minute to print that speech and send it to every man, 
woman, and child in the United States. It would be the best 
document for Republicans that could be sent out. The Sena
tor sugge ts that we have distorted the meaning of the Presi
dent's address. Well, practically every newspaper that came 
out the morning after that speech was delivered had big head
lines calling attention to what the President had "put over" 
on the Republicans; and I - am satisfied that every man who 
wiJl read ·that speech and every man who read that speech at 
that time has the impression that the President was really 
delighted that he had apparently obtained something that the 
Republicans apparently had not "gctten on to." 

I do not· say that he suggests that it had been doue insid
iously, or anything of that sort, but that it had been put in; 
it had not been called to our attention; we did not know about 
H; it was something they had gotten in, and the Presillent was 
delighted nt the dexterity of his "team" in working out this 
matter without Republicans knowing about it. 

1\Ir. JAMES. 1\fr. President, does the -Senator think that 
the President--

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Wash
ington yield to the Senator from Kentucky? 

l\lr. JONES. Certainly, I yield to the Senator from Ken
tucky, although I am sorry to take so much time. 

Mr. JA..\IES. I shall take only a moment. I want to suggest 
to the Senator from Washington that I do not believe the Presi
dent would claim that he is able to put anything over the Re
publican Party. Since it put Taft over Roosevelt, I think they 
are a<lept in that regard, so that when it comes to "putting 
things over" I do not think anybody claims to have anything 
on the Tieoublican Party. 

Mr. JONES. I think the President was really delighted at 
llie thought that he liad done so. 

1\Ir. JA~IES. I think when it comes to "slipping things over" 
and "putting thing O\er " nobody claims to excel the Repub
lican Party. 

~Ir. JONES. I think the President was really delighted that 
he, a schoolmaster who had not taught very much in the 
primary grades, in the kindergarten, had been able to do some
thing which he thought showed great dexterity; but I do not 
care to go into the propo ition the Senator from Kentucky sug
gests. That would look like filibustering, it seems to me, and 
that matter has absolutely nothing to do with the matter before 
tlle Senate or with the question I am discussing. Should I do 
o, the Senator from North Carolina would ha-ve some cause to 

complain. 
· 1\Ir. CLAPP. Mr. Pre ident will the Senator yield to me 
for a moment? 

llr. JONES. Certainly. 
1\lr. CL.A.PP. I do not think the Pre ident's Indianapolis 

speech was justified. It is true he used the word " Repub
licans ' a though all Democrats were familiar with the pro
vision of the trade commission bill to which he referred and 
that no one eLse was familiar with it. He did that probably 
for political purpo es. The vice of his speech-and I say it 
freely and frankly-was the intimation that he knew more 
about what was going on in connection with legislation than 
Senator knew. He simply used the word "Republicans" to 
relieve himself, as I firmly believe, from any suggestion of exult
ing oYer hi political colleagues. 

As a matter of fact, llie committee knew the provision was in 
the bill; they discussed it in the committee; they discussed the 
fact th[;t similar provisions for similar h·ips to Europe had been 
put in other legislation; but still it was thought well enough to 

leave the provision-in -the trade c_ommission bil.l. Every member 
of the committee -was aware-and, if my memory serves me 
right, it was pointed out here on the floor-of that fact, aud I 
do not think the President of the United States has a right to 
go out and make a .speech which casts a reflection not only 
upon the Senate but upon the members of the committee having 
the bill in charge. 

So far as the politics of it is concerne~ I do not care two 
straws. I never was much of a partisan, and the older I get 
the less of a partisan I am, but I was a member of the com
mittee having the trade commission bill ·in charge, and I ha ye 
no he itation in standing here and saying that, either inten
tionally or unintentionally, the Pre iclent created a false im
pression as to the knowledge of the membet:s of that committee 
as to what was in the bill and the scope of llie bill. 

1\Ir. JONES. l\Ir. President, the Senator _from l\Ii ·onri f:aicl 
that the Democratic caucus would not take orders from the 
captain of the team. I know that llie Senator from .hli.. omi 
will not take orders from the captain of the team, but I am 
not so sure about llie caucus. As I under tand, the ca ucu de
termines its action through a majority vote, and if a majority 
gets its order it will probably obey. I doubt if the Pre ident 
would g-ive to the Senator-from Iissouri the encon.'inm that he 
<lid with reference to ,a couple of other yery distingui bed Sena
tors in this body. I do not know whether llie President stayR 
awake nights with reference to what the Senator from Mis. ouri 
may clo or not. Pos ibly he does not; but I know the Senator 
from Missouri acts in accordance with his bone t judgmt:.:!1t on 
the floor of the Senate, so far as that is concerned. and the 
President knows it would do no good to lay awake nights abont 
what he will do. -

I did not expect to create all thi di cu ion over this little 
matter. I simply referred to this ugo-e tion of the Pre ident 
for this purpo e-and I should like the attention of the ena
tor from North Carolina, not at all for the purpo e of involving 
him in what he thinks is a filibuster, but to suggest to him the 
yery reason why I made-that sugge tion about tlle Presi(J,ent's 
reference, and this is really what I have been trying to get a 
chance to say for some time and the only reason I referred to it. 
· I have the irnpres ion, and a great many people have the im

pression, that the President took some delight in putting some
thing into the Trade Commission bill, or that something wa..: 
gotten in, that we Republicans did not know about. Kow, I nm 
afraid in the <'ase of these appropriation bills that the team, under 
the leadership and orders of the captain, may try to lip in some 
more thing that we do not know anything about. If they will 
do it once, they will do it again. Therefore, as one Republican
! have not talked with others-I feel that we ·ought to crutinize 
these bills \ery carefully, because while, to use the ·language 
of the President, we are "ignorant," we might stumble on to 
something that would injuriou 1y affect the people. So it eerns 
to me that we are justified in scanning very carefully and very 
closely e-very measure that our Democratic friends bring in 
here to see whether they are getting in something else thnt 
they can boa t about afterwards as something that we did not 
know anything about. We ought to watch the bills. 

Mr. SH.IMONS. I should like to inquire of the Senator 
whether be has read the bill. 

1\lr. JO:i\'ES. I certainly have. 
Mr. SIMMONS. Did the Senator move to strike anything 

out of it? Did he find anything bad in it? 
Mr. JONES. Why, Mr. President, I am a humble member 

of the committee that has charge of the bill. 
Mr. Sil\D.IONS. Yes. The Senator had O}'lportunity to see it 

when it was before the committee, did he not? 
Mr. JO:i\'ES. Oh, the Senator from Torth Carolina can not 

point to any time when I have been delaying the District of 
Columbia bill. 
· .Mr. SU.IMONS. I am not objecting to the enator's moving 
to strike out anything that is in the bilL What I am objecting 
to is su pending the rules for the purpo e of· putting on the 
bill some general -legislation. 

l\Ir. JONES. Mr. President, there is one appropriation bill 
before one of i.he Senate committees now that contains new legis· 
lation that, if ·properly considered, will take all the rest of the 
time of the Senate thi se sion. You will bring that bill in 
here before Yery long and you will want to pass it without any 
consideration and without any di cus ion. Do you think we 
ought to let you do it? I do not. I do not believe, for the good 
of the · country, that we ought to let you put in these things 
without considering them. '.rbere is a whole lot of legislation in 
that bill. Whether it is good legislation or not I do not know 
yet, but it ought to be con idered and .it will be con idered. 
Senators on the other side rather reflect upon the intelligence 
of the people of this country if they think they can make Ulc 
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people believe that they ought to be permitted to pass legis
lation tllrough this body without consideration and without dis
cussion. ' The mere fact that your captain says a thing is right 
does not end it. · 

The Senator says we have a program to put through. I have 
heard about it. I was told some time ago, or I saw in the pub
lic pre· , that the Democratic caucus had met and had decided 
upon a program, and that what they had decided to do was 
to pa s the appropriation bills; that all other legislation would 
be laicl a~ide in order to get the appropriation bills through, and 
then, if they bad time, of course, they would take up other mat
ter . No"·· I understand that a · Democratic caucus is to be 
C<tlled this afternoon. I have nof the honor to be a member of 
it. I do not know why it is called, but· I suppose it is to get 
the team together· to try to change the p-rogram, and possibly 
adopt ::mother program. 

Prol;)::tbly I ought' not to suggest that this caucus may be .called 
upon the suggestion, possibly, if not the order, of the captain of 
the team. I suppose that the conferences of a team are usually 
caUed by the leader and by the captain or at least at his sugges
tion; so possibly the captain has called the Democratic team 
together in caucus in Ol'der to change the program and adopt a 
uew program and endeavor to put it through. The secret cau
cus ·eems to be the place to do things now rather than in the 
open Senate. 

I do not know whether it is true or uot, but we hear it said 
that there are certain measures that must be put through. I 
"n1.nt to say to the Senator from North Carolina, however, that 
he will know when I am filibustering. He will know it without 
any suggestion of a deduction. I want to say to him, howe,er, 
that the measures he proposes to put through will not be put 
'through without discussion and without consideration, aud that 
discu. sion· and con ideration are not filibustei·ing. There will 
be legitimate discussion and legitimate consideration, and you 
may call it what you please. 

~Ir. SIMMONS. The Senator need not remind me that I will 
know when he 'is filibustering. I ha-re seen him in action onee 
before, when the little matter of a clerk was invol-red. 

:.\.Ir. JONES. Yes; and that was taken care of, too. [Laugh
ter.] Whenever I want to filibu ter again it will be right along 
tbo~e same lines, and it will be even a more effecti"re one than 
that. So I do not want the Senator to conclude, because I 
yield to my Democratic friends on the other side to interrupt 
me, tllat I am engaged in a filibuster, because I am not. I 
want to be very courteous to my friends over there, and I 
wanted to call attention to these matters. I would not ha1e 
referred to them at all; in fact, they ne,·er occurred to me 
until my friend from North Carolina spoke. If anybody is re
sponsible for the use of this time, I shall ba "le to lay the respon-
ibility upon the Senator from North Carolina; and I will tell 

him pri"lately what I have told him so many times before with 
reference to various bills in which be has been interested. 
· The Senator from Kentucky [Mr. JAME ] say , "Let us ha1e 
a referendum for the people of the District of Columbia," and 
yet he is going to vote to prevent it. He is going to vote to 
shut us out of any opportunity to consider a referendum on this 
proposition for the people of the District of Columbia. He is 
going to vote against the suspenBion of the rules. If he would 
suspend the rules, then this amendment would be subject to 
amendment He could pro\ide for his referendum and submit 
it to tile people of the District of Columbia; but in one breath 
denouncing us for not ha \ing the e thing referred to the Dis
trict of Columbia, in the next breath he announces that he is 
going to vote against the suspension of fue rules. 

Mr. President, I am going to come now to what I intended 
to say if I had bad an opportunity yesterday, or to what I 
would ba ve said already to-day except for my friend from 
Korth Carolina. 

It is a sjgnificant fact, whjch I trust the country will not 
overlook, that not a Senator ou either side of this Chamber 
-t•i es in his place and defends the liquor traffic or points to any 
o-ood that it does or e\er has done. No indush·y can long exist 
under such a condition as that, eEpecially an industry that 
-exists to-day only by sufferance. But, as bas been said, the real 
i. sue upon which the Senate is now to vote is not prohibition 
for the District of Columbia, but whether the Senate will per
mit. itself to vote upon that question directly. By a majority 
vote the other day, which, ~Ir. President, the majority to
morrow, upon any other proposition, could reverse by a majority 
vote, it was decided that it will take a two-thirds vote to sus
J)end the rules of the Senate so that the amendment proposed 
by the Senator from Texas will be iu order .when presented. 

I do not share the pessimism of the Senator from Kansas 
-[Mr. BRISTOW] or the Senator from South Dakota. [Mr. CRAw
FORD] . I will not believe until the vote is cast that one-third 

of the Senate will say that a \Ote shall be denied by the Senate 
upon such a ·dtal question"as this. E-rery Senator who belie"les 
iu prohibition will surely gi\e the Senate an opportunity so to 
express itself. E\ery Senator who belie\es in the will of the 
majority being expressed in legislation will surely vote to give 
such majority a chance to express itself; and I do not now 
believe that one-third of the Senate is in fa\or of refusing the 
majority this right. We shall see and the country shall see 
whether the Senate itself will deny to it elf the opportunity to 
vote directly and squarely upon the merits of this prop'osition, 
in which the people are interested as in no other que tion that 
has agitated the people of this country. 
· This amendment is in a en. e germane to this bill. This bill 

deals entirely with the District of Columbia; aud with all due 
respect to the opinion of the able Senator who now presiUes 
O"ler this body, I do not believe the District of Columbia appro
priation bil1 is a geueral appropriation bill within the meauing 
and intent of the rule that bas been invoked in tbi case. It is 
uot a general appropriation biU. We are sitting here as the 
common council of the District of Columbia. 

The PRESIDING OF.F·ICER. The speaker haYing referred to 
the Presiding Officer, will be perlllit the P1;esidiug Officer to 
inquire, if that is the case, why be want to suspend the rules? 

:\Ir. JONES. Ur. President, I did not present or sugge, t 
this motion to suspend the rules, but I am glad to support the 
Senator who did. He submits it regularly and in accordcmc~ 
with the rules of this body. That is ue has been pre eute(]. 
But I submit, in view of the suggestion made by the lenrHefl 
Senator from Montana, that this is not a general appropriation 
bill within the intent and meaning of the language of that rule. 
I belie"le in that rule. I belieYe that it sen-e a good 11nrpose. 
I do· not IJelie-re that means, however that it neYer should be 
n pemled, even in regard to general appropriation hills. But 

the argument tbnt we should not no,v vote tn su~pencl this 
rule IJecau~e of the ncces •ity of uch a rule as that with refer
ence to general appropriation bills i certainly weakened by reason 
of the fact that this is a bill that applie solely and only 1.1) 
the Di. trict of Columbia. 

This bill JH'O\ides for the maintenance of the goyerument of 
the District of Columbia and the care of its people. The plea 
that this is legislation upon an appropriation bill doe~ not haYe 
the force against thi amendment that it would ha-re against a 
bill coYering the whole United States,. This amendment relates 
only, as I mid, to the District of Columbia. It in,olves a que··
tiou that has been debated in this Chamber, and especially out 
of this Chamber more than any other question that agitates the 
American people. EYery Senator is thoroughly informed upon 
it and upon the conditions here, and has definite and certain 
1iews regarding it. If this amendment is made iu order, we 
can discuss it just as ably and vote upon it just a intelligeutly 
as if it were pre ented in another bill. 

I want to call the attention of some of those representing 
the liquor interests who have honored us with their presence in 
the gallery to-day to the fact that Senators ba\e announced 
on this floor that. while they are going to vote against the sus
pension of this mle they are with us on the proposition as a 
separate bill, and that not only do not Senators rise on either 
side and say anything good of this traffic, but they rise and 
indignantly repudiate what they think are suggestions that 
they are fri~ndly to this interest, and assert that upon a 
separate bill they will vote in a way that will abolish this 
traffic; and uch a bill will pass before very long, if not as an 
amendment here, then as a. separate measure. · 

The Senator from Kentucky [Mr. JAMES] suggests that we 
shoulU have a referendum. I shall be glad to meet that question 
when it comes up; and if, as I said a while ago, he will vote to 
suspend this rule and make this amendment in order, then he 
will hare au opportunity to submit that amendment. and we 
will gladly consider it, yote upon it, and pa s it or reject it as 
the majority of the Senate may deem wi e. 

1'be conduct of the liquor interests in the District of Co
ltunbia fully juNtifies the action propo. ed to the Senate to-day. 
It has defied Congre s; it bas nullified its laws; it desenes no 
leniency at our hands. I have some facts that I want to call to 
the· attention of the Sena.te which I believe will appeal to the 
fair and impartial judgment of the ambas adors of the so-rereign 
States of the Union repre enting not only those States but the 
people of those States. In order to do this I must go back a 
couple of years; and now I am going to present some facts that 
I hop'e the Senators will consider, and that I think ought to be 
considered, while we are determining the action we must take 
with reference to this matter. 

Two . years ago we p~s ed a general excise law for the Dis
trict of Columbia. Why did we do it? We did it because for 
19 or more years the District of Columbia had been going on 
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under a condition of things that was a disgrace to any city o:t: 
the Union. l\Jen and women bad been knocking at the doors of 
Congress asking for legislation to better conditions. They did 
not come to the Senate and ask for a prohibition measure then. 
They came to us and a ked tha t we might pass a law that would 
lmproYe condition , tha t would cut the saloons out of re idential 
districts. that woulrl take them away from the mouths of the 
slums and the dwelling alleys of this city, that would remove the 
great conO'e tion which existed in certain localities, that would 
iu ~ ure tile better conduct of those places where the business was 
e;u Tied on. and thn t would limit the number of aloons. A sub
committee of the Senate Committee on the District of Columbia 
betel hearing-s for n week. We looked into the conditions care
fully. and we reported a bill, not an amendment, for passage 
through thi body. That bill was pu sed as an amendment on 
the District of Columbia appropriation bill. We could not get 
1 nnn imou , con. eut for it consideration in this body. We did 
not nsk to "uspeud the rules of this body. With reference to 
th:1t me:I Hln' we follo\Yed another COUJ.' e. We followed a 
r·om~e thd the rules vrovide. just as the Senator from Texas 
lta. followed a rnur~e that the rules pro\fde. The rules of this 
hotly proride that' ~my point of order made to any amendment 
~·ffere t to <111 a pproprh1 tion bill or otherwise may be submitted 
lly the pre:iding officer to the Senate for its decision, on the 
theory I ~uppo -· e. that the Senate is an independent, self-go"\'"ern
i ng h dy, and Umt wb.l teYer the Senate says it wants to do it 
<"lll do. Wilen the Di trict of Columbia bill came up I offered 
ha t hill a an :uuendment to the Di trict of Columbia bill. The 

point of order wa rai. ed. The presiding officer submitted the 
qn(lstion to th "'ennte, and the Senate said: "It is in order," 
:md ndopted it, :m el it pa se through this body as a PUI't of the 
DiRtrict of ('olumhia appropriation bill. 

Why. :\Jr. Pre~ ident, dicl we take that course? We had pa sed 
it throu~h this body. I wa mistaken a moment ago. We had 
pas:e!l it throu zb this body as a separate measure. We did get it 
n p a~ a . epa ra te mea ~ure ;mu passed it. The Senator from Utah 
f .. r . ~MooT] 'lF that mnke a difference. No, Mr. Pre ident; 
the fa ct tllat a hill of ueneral legi lation has passed the Senate 
dne.' not m:1 ke it in order upon an appropriation bill per se; not 
at niL It runy lli1...-e orne little influence with Senator", of 
cour. e, ancl yery vroperly so; but why was it, Mr. President, 
tha t we found it neceR a ry to offer that bill as an amendment 
to a n appropria tion bill'? I want to tell the Senate, and go just 
Hti far a I C<lll iu a pa rli :1 mentnry way to do so, and that will 
gh e one re:.J.:on, at any rate, why it is necessary to place some 
uf tileo::e thing uvon an appropriation bill. 

We pas. ed tll :1 t excise bill throuO'h the Senate. It went to a 
committee of another body, and there it lay for almost a year. 

~ by? I do not know. :\Jr. President, but the repre entath·e of 
tlH' liquor peo11le sa id, and made their boa ts, that that bill 
nen.• r houltl come from th·1t committee. I do not charge that 
they u ed irupror1er influences. but I state as a fact that, from 
t he ti me the bill went into that committee until it was placed 
• s a rider upon the Di trict of Columbia appropriation bill, that 
conuni ttee ne-rer h} d a quorum to do business. 

Tha t is one re!:' son why the Senate, in dealing with a question 
that rel ate. to thi traffic in the District of Columbia, must 
, dopt methods of thi kind in order to accomplish what they 
t hink ou~ht to be accompli hed. These men had made their 
boll . t tha t they had the bill killed; that it never could become 
tile law. Tha t i the ren on why we propo ed to put it upon the 
DiAtrict of Columbia appropriation bill in the Senate. It was 
]lnt on in the manner I haYe stated~ and then, Mr. Pre"ident, 
it mny be unparliamentary for me to say that a special rule was 
brouo-ht in to be pa ed in another body in order to force that 
:lmendruent to conference. but it failed of passage, and therefore 
I \Yill not ny it. [Laughter.] It may be unparliamentary for 
me to :ay tba t in another body, for days and even weeks, the 
Di ~tri r t of olnmbia appropriation bill was held up in the hope 
tlw t they could !"ecUI'e enouO'h ...-otes to send that amendment to 
conference. where they boped to kill it, and therefore I shall not 
Rny it. [Laugilter.] Finally. Mr. Pre ident, it may also be un
J1U r liameutary for me to . ay that when they aw they could not 
get it into conference they agreed upon a substitute that carried 
a ll the import:mt vroyisions of the amendment that' we put ou, 
:m el that then it wa ent to conference with the understanding 
tha t it would I.Je agreed to, and therefore I will not say it. 
[Lan .ghter.] 
• Tha t is the wa:r, .llr. Presjdent, we had to proceed to pass 

the exeise b1w of the District of Columbia which we ha...-e on 
the , ta tute book now. That is the course we had to take to 
va. a regul tlto ry measure. 

:\fr. Presjdeut. wha t i wrong? Why the necessitY for this 
lC'gi lation in Yiew of that legislation? We11, Mr. President, 

. ' 

the result-s which have been brought about under that law 
justify this action. 

I wish to r~ad a couple of resolutions which were adopted 
some time ago. One of the resolutions is by the headquarters 
committee of the Anti-Saloon League of the District of Colum~ 
bia; and, my friend, the e are the substantial people of this 
country. These are among the best men and the best women 
of .this country. These are not men and womeu who are urging 
that we ~o nothing to curtail the traffic for which no man 
stands on this floor and says a good word. These are some of 
the men and women who are especially interested in the homes 
of the country and in the boys and girls of the country. Resolu~ 
tions passed by them are worthy of consideration by this 
hono1·able body. What do they say? They say: 

NonnrBER 5, HH4. 
.At a meeting of the headquarters committee of the Anti-Saloon 

League of the District of Columbia, held at the office of the pre ident 
of the' league the afternoon of Thursday, November 5, 1914, the fol
lowing resolution was adopted : 

"Resolved, That in behalf of its constituency of churches and other 
local organizations of the be t citizens of the District, the league 
indignantly protests against the recent grant by the exci e board or 
100 or more licenses contrary to the spirit of the Jones-Wot·ks law 
and many of them clearly contrary to its letter." ' 

.Adopted by headquarters committ.ee, Novem~er, 1914. 

Then ' another resolution, adopted December 7 by the Anti
Saloon League of the Di trict of Columbia, is as follows: 

DECEllBER 7, 1914. 
Whereas Congress, by enacting the Jones-Works excise law, endeavored 

to reli~ve the deplorable saloon conditions in the District of Colom
bia; and 

Whereas the excise board, charged with the admini tration of said 
law, has apparently ignored every prohibitive section, in part at 
least, in the granting- of licenses, excepting the one limiting the num
ber of saloons to 300, and certain other sections fixing certain prohibi
tion £ones, such as the 1,000-feet zone around the navy yard and 
Marine Barracks grounds ; and · 

Whereas wholesale licenses are being granted in residential districts; 
and 

Whereas such actions of the excise board bid fair to lead to a great 
public scandal ; and 

Whereas the liquor traffic, neither here nor elsewhere, obeys the law: 
Be it 
Resolt;cd, That the Anti-Saloon League of the Di trict of Columbia 

this 7th day of December, 1!)14, expres es its indignation at the exi t
ing conditions of excise affairs, and hereby announces its determination 
to work from now on for absolute prohibition as the only effective 
solution of the liquor problem in this District. 

I ha\e some facts here that I propo e to present to the Senate 
which I think fully substantiate those resolutions, and which I 
think ought to be heard by Senators in reaching a determination 
as to what course they will take with reference to this proposi-
lio~ · 

Mr. President, not for the purpose of hearing what I have to 
sav, but for the purpose, if po ible, of getting the facts to the 
Senators, who must pass on this proposition, I suggest the ab-
sence of a quorum. -

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will call the roll. 
The Secretary called the roll, and the following Senators an

swered to their names: 
Bankhead Gore O'Gorman 
Brandegee Gronna Oliver 
Bristow Hardwick Owen 
Bryan Hitchcock Page 
Burleigh Hollis Pet·kins 
Burton Hughes Pittman 
Chamberlain Jones Ransdell 
Chilton Kenyon Reed 
Clapp Kern Root 
Clark, Wyo. La Follette Saulsbury 
Clarke, Ark. Lea, Tenn. Shaft•oth 
Colt Lee, Md. Sheppard 
Culberson Lippitt · Sherman 
Cummins Lodge Shielrls 
DUlin~ham McLean Shively 
Fletcher Nelson Simmons 
Gallinger Nonis Smith, Ariz. 

Smith, Ga. 
Smith, Md. 
Smoot 
Stephenson 
Sterling 
Stone 
Sutherland 
Swanson 
Thomas 
Thornton 
Tillman 
Vardnman 
Walsh 
White 
Williams 
Works 

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. I wish to announce the unavoid
able absence of my colleague [l\Ir. W A..RREN]. I de ire this state-
ment to stand for the day. . 

Mr. GRO.~. T~A. I wi h to announce that my colleague [i\Ir. 
McCuMBER] is unavoidably ab ent from the city. He i paired 
with the junior Senator from Kentucky [Mr. CA:hlDEN]. 

The PRESID~G OFFICER. Sixty-seven Senator have an
swered to their name . A quorum is present. The Senator from 
Washington will proceed. 

Mr. JONES. Mr. President, as I stated, I called this quorum 
not that Senators might hear me speak, but in order that I 
might present orne facts to them that I think will appeal to 
them in connection with the consideration of this measure. I 
wish to call their attention now to certain facts. 

In the excise law that we pas ed under the conditions I have 
ju t described there is this protision: 

No saloor, bat·room, or other place wherein intoxicating liquor is sold 
at .retail or wholesale, other than hotels and clubs, shall be licensed, 
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allowed, or maintained within 400 feet of any public ·schoolhouse, or a 
now located or established college, or university, or within 400 feet of 
any now established house of religious worship, measured between the 
nl'arest entrances to each by the shortest course of travel between such 
places of business and such public schoolhouse, college, or university, or 
established house of religious worship. 

Mr. President, there haYe been allowed licenses for 18 saloons 
in 'iolation of that provision of the law. I have here a list of 
these saloons. One of them is the saloon of John J. Allen, 807 
North Capitol Street, by a careful measurement 397 feet from 
St. Aloysius Church. The saloon of Michael Daly, 1319 SeYenth 
Street, 397 feet from the Church ·of the Immaculate Conception 
by long measurement, 34 7 by the shortest and most direct route, 
a. pro1iued in the statute. John D. O'Conner, 918 Ninth Street, 
3:} feet from the Col1ege of Pharmacy, 375 feet by the longer 
measurement. August H. Plugge, 1317 Se1enth Street NW., 329 
feet from the Church of the Immaculate Conception, 379 feet by 
the longer meamrement. measured by right angle . Let me ask 
vermi sion to in ert this list in the RECORD. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Witl10ut objection, it is so 
orclereu. The Chair hears none. 

The list referred to is as fo1lO\YS: 
The following-named saloon keepers were granted licenses for the 

year beginning November 1, 1914, for places located within 400 feet of 
llou ·es of religious worship, public schoolhouses, colleges, or uni>ersities, 
according to measurements made by " the shortest course of tra•el " 
f1·om entrance to entrance. Some are within the prescribed distance 
by longer measurement;;: 

John J. Allen, 807 North Capitol Street, 397 feet to St. Aloysius 
Church. 

Michael Daly, 13Hl Seventh Street NW., 397 feet to Church of 
Emaculate Conception by long measurement, 347 feet to Church ot 
Emaculate Conception by short measurement. 

John D. O'Connet·, 918 Ninth Street NW., 328 feet to College of 
Phar·macy, 375 feet lon~er measurement. 

.August H. Plugge, 1317 Seventh Street NW.1 329 feet of Emaculate 
Conception Church, 37!) feet by longer way (nght angles). 

John J. Brosnan, 506 Four-r:nd-a-half Street SW., 364 feet to Jewish 
Church on E Street. 

James J. O'Donnell. 333 Pennsylvania Avenue SE., 383 feet to 
Metropolitan Presbyteri:m Church. 

Patrick J. McDonald, 643 Pennsyh-ania 1\xenue SE., 364 feet to Wal
lach Public School. 

John G. Graff, 222 Seventh Street SE., 393 feet to Eastern High 
School. -

W. J. and Jeremiah Costello, GOO G Street NW., within 100 feet of 
Greek Catholic Church. 

Margaret Casey. 114 H Street NW .. within 200 feet of public school. 
John '1'. O'Da:y, 921 Ninth Street NW., 367 feet to College of Pharmacy. 
John F. Schrmer, 730 Fourteenth Street NW .. 336 feet to New York 

Avenue Church, New York Avenue entrance; 375 feet to New York 
Asenue Church, H Street entmnce (measured at right angles). 

l\lary T. Schulz, 607 G Street NW., within 200 feet of Greek Church. 
John F. Killeen, 1314 Wisconsin Avenue NW., 364 feet ot Dumbarton 

A venue Methodist Epis::opal Church. 
Charles II. Morris, 2029 K Street NW., 330 feet of Stevens Public 

School. · · 
Robert H. Snook, 825 Seventh Street NW., 389 feet of Calvary Bap-

tist Church. 
Frank C. Poch, 900 Four-and-a-half Street SW., :]!)3 feet to public 

schoolhouse. 
Hugh F. Harvey, 1913 Pennsylvania Avenue NW., 340 feet to Union 

Methodist Episcopal Church. 
Mr. JO~TES. I wish to call attention to the last one on the 

li t, and that is the saloon of Hugh F. Haney, 1913 Pennsyi
Ynia Avenue NW .. 340 feet to the Unjon Methodist Episcopal 
Church. I shall refer to Mr. Haney a little later on: 

Then, Mr. President, there is another provision in this excise 
lnw. It reads as follows: 

Hereafter no license shall be granted for the establishment or mainte
nance of a barroom-

! invite the careful attention of Senators to the · consideration 
of this language : 

Hereafter no license shall be granted for the establishment or main
tenance of a barroom or other place for the sale of intoxicating liquors, 
otherwise than in sealed packages and not to be drunk on the premises, 
in any residence portion of the District of Columbia ; and it shall be 
tile duty of the excise board to determine in the case of each appli
cation for license whether the location where the barroom is to be 
located is or is not within the business portion of the District, and if 
not the license shall be denied ; and the excise board is hereby author
ized and required to determine in each case what is so far de>oted to 
bu ine a as to constitute it a business street or section. 

1\Ir. President, when we framed that law we recognized the 
fnct that it. was pretty broad language, and that it gave this 
board a great deal of discretion in determining whether a sec
tion "'as a business section or a residential section. So in 
order to make certain t.he carrying out of what we had in mind 
we put in this language. Listen! 

Provided, That no Jic·ense shall be granted for · any saloon or bar
room on any side of any square, block, or tract of land where less 
than GO per cent of tbe foot frontagel not including saloons or hotels 
and clubs having barroom licenses unaer this section, is used for busi
ness purposes; nor shall intoxicating liquors be sold at wholesale out
side of the business districts as above provided. 

In other .words, 1\Ir. President, the plain meaning of that 
lnngunge is that even if they say that a section is a business 
section they can not grant a license for a saloon or barroom 

where less than 50 per cent of the frontage. without counting 
hotels or clubs, is occupied by business houses. What have 
they done? The excise board have adopted a proviso without 
any authority of law, saying, "Provided, This restriction shall 
not refer to clubs and hotels." What authority have they to 
legislate? The law says that no license shall ·be granted to a 
saloon or barroom under certain conditions. What have they 
done? They have grunted licenses in violation of that provision 
to 62 sellers of liquor in the District of Columbia. I know one 
square of my own personal knowledge where a barroom license 
has been granted and where there is not a single business house 
fronting on the square except the drug store on the corner. 

1\Ir. President, I do not know how many more are like that, 
but the tatement I have has been prepared by those who have 
giYen the matter very careful investigation and study. I be
lieYe we can rely npon the statement they have prepared. 

I ask that this list of 62 licenses granted in violation of this 
proyi ion may be inserted without reading. 

The PRESIDIXG OFFICER. Without objection, it is so 
ordered. 

The list referred to is as follows: 
The Anti-Saloon League's careful investigation shows that the fol

lowing barroom licenses were granted fot· the license year beginning 
November -1, 1914, on nonbusiness streets or in residence districts, con· 
trary to the evident intent and purpose of the law: 

Louise Gordon, 407 Q Street NW.; Theodore G. Stoner, 206 Seventh 
Street SW.; John T. Bronson, 614 Eleventh Street SW.; Mary A. Solan, 
1003 Seventh Street NW.; Paul Allen~ .. 2 N Street NE.; Patrick Raftery, 
225 Eleventh Street NE.; Dennis J. O'Connell, 411 Four-and-a-half 
Street SW.; Gustave Brahlet·, 410 E Straet NE.; Patr·ick J. Callen. 238 
Second Street NW.; John MotTis, 1610 U Street NW.; Peter Loftus, 
329 Thirteen-and-a-half Street NW.; Austin Loftus, 302 N Street NW.; 
John E. MergT..ler, 415 East Capitol Street; Daniel F. Driscoll, 107 H 
Street NW.; John J. Sullivan, 1331 Thirty-fifth Su·eet NW.; Michael J. 
O'Donoghue, 701 I Street SW.; Metropolitan Club. 1700 H Street NW. _t 
Army and Navy Club, 1627 I Street NW.; Patrick J. McDonald, 64ij 
Pennsylvania Avenue SE.; Henry C. Bibbs, 2000 K Street NW.; Lena 
Morgenweck,~, 12 Fourth Street NEJ.; Thomas J. Leonard, Anacostia; 
University dub, 900 Fifteenth Street NW. ; Anna A~ E. Klotz, 1708 G 
Street NW. ; Patrick O'Donohue, 908 Fourth Street NW. ; Bridget 
Leech, 1847 L Street NW.; Charles W. Edwards, 491 Missouri Avenue 
NW.; Daniel Scanlon, 105 II Street NW.; Stoneleigb Court, 1019 Con
necticut Avenue NW.; David Cohen, ·118 First Street NW.; Francis X. 
Cox, 161 U Str·eet NW.; John B. Harris. 15 Massachusetts Avenue 
NW.; Jeremiah Costello, 521 First Street SW.; The Portner apartment 
bouse, · Fifteenth and U Streets NW.; Commercial ClubA 1634 I Street 
NW.; Mary Sullivan. 73 I Street SE.; Daniel Doody, L:i12 North Capi
tol StreEc't; Mat·y E. Frank, 319 G Street N'iV.; Elks Club, 919 H Street 
NW.; Michael E. Buckley. 2028 M Street NW.; Hotel Gordon, 916 
Sixteenth Street NW.; Conaress Hall Hotel, 233 New Jersey Avenue 
SE._{ Hany Winninger. 631 ~ennsylvania Avenue SE.; John D. Kelliher, 
125l:S Water Street SW.; Washington Saengerbund (Inc.). 314 C Street 
NW.; Cairo apartment bouse. 1615 Q Street NW.; Capital Park Hotel, 
North Capitol and E Streets NW.; Luke J. Kearney, 1811 L Street NW.; 
Charles H. :Morris, 2029 K Street NW . ..;_ Hugh J. McGinness, 1001 New 
York Avenue NW.; Cha•·les Wolf, 120z Water Street SW.; George F. 
Neitzev 1106 Water Street SW.; John J. Madden, 401 FoUl'-and-a-halt 
StreefSW.; Cb,arles C. Leavens, corner New Jersey Avenue and (! Street 
SE.; Walter Spauls. 2012 K Street NW.; William J. Boyle, 601 Massa
chusetts A venue NW.: Patrick Smyth, 101 D Street SW. ; The Monti
cello Club, 1301 Fourth Street NW.; Century Club, 815 Vermont Avenue 
NW.; Peter J. Lynagh, 523 Seventh Street SW.; Terminal Co., 44 G 
Street NE. ;· Hotel Bellevue, Fifteenth and I Streets NW. 

Mr. S~lOOT. Is there not a penalty attached to a violation 
of the law? 

Mr. JONES. Certainly. Of course these people can be pros
ecuted, and I think they will be prosecuted, if we can e1er get 
the legal machinery to work at it; but that is what has been 
done. I do not say what influences have brought it about. 
but it has been done. EYery Senator here knows as well as I 
do how this bu iness does things, how it works, how it influ
ences. Here is another provision: 

No saloon, barroom, or other place where intoxicating liquor is sold 
at retail shall be licensed, allowed, or maintained within 300 feet of 
any alleyway occupied for resiliences or ot places commonly call~d 
slums, except upon the unanimous vote of all three member·s of sa1d 
excise boat·d. 

Of course, Mr .. Presiuent, they do not violate the law when 
the three members of the excise board grant a license for the 
location of a saloon in a case like that. Yet they knew what 
this law was passed for. They knew what that provision was 
inserted in it for. They knew that there are some perfect hell 
holes in the city of Washington which are a disgrace to the 
Nation's Capital, where men and women are huddled together 
under conditions and surroundings that can not be described; 
that they are made the prey of the vultures of commercialism; 
that saloons have been located at the entrance to these com· 
pounds, if you please, places where there is only one entrance 
and one egress, and these saloons have been located at the 
mouths of these entrances. We sought to driye them away. 
We endeavored to avoid the provision for the unanimous action 
of the board, but we could not get that, so we had to accept 
this provision; and we did it in the hope that the men who 
administered the law would seek to remedy the conditions that 
we sought to prohibit. What have they done? They have 
granted 28 licenses inside of 300 feet of these alleys and slums 
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of the District of Columbia. They have not violated the law 
in doing it, but they have violated the spirit of the law and 
they have thwarted the intention of Congress in regard to it. 

I ask that this list of licenses granted within 300 feet of 
inhabited alleys be printed in the RECORD. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without objection, that order 
will be made. The Chair hears none. 

The list referred to is as follows: 
The following barrooms were licensed for the year beginning Novem

ber 1, 1914, within 300 feet of inhabited alleys : 
John P. Sheehan, 701 North Capitol Street; Michael Mclrnerney, 

1226 Seventh Street NW.; Terence Fegan, 930 Fourth Street NW.; 
Leopold Birkle. 1245 H Street NE. ; Jeremiah O'Connor, 115 Four-and-a
half Street NW.; William E. O'Connor, 234 Four-and-a-half Street SW.; 
Michael J. Lynch, 350 Pennsylvania Avenue N\1.; William Doyle, 1218 
Wisconsin Avenue NW.; George P. Harrigan, 720 Ninth Street SW.; 
James O'Connor, 1429 North Capitol Street; George W. Hall, 927 Four
and-a-half Street SW. ; William Hanlon, 1233 Seventh Street NW.; 
Stephen Chaconas, 468 Pennsylvania Avenue NW.; Daniel J. Alman, 
244 Fourteenth Street SW.; Patrick F. Neligan, 1908 FoUl'teenth Street 
NW.; John 1\1. Tt·ant, 629 Four-:md-a-balf treet SW., Gregor Kramm, 
224 Fourteenth Street SW.; Minnie E. Costello, 45 H Street NE ; John E. 
Bonini, 729 North Capitol Street; Kate H. Welch, 248 Third Street SW.; 
Maurice Ganey, 615 Seventh Street SW.; Patrick J. Bligh, 235 Four
and-a-half Street SW.; Patrick J. Daly, G26 Four-and-a-half Street SW.; 
Francis J. Stanton, 1205 Wi consin Avenue; Michael T. Greene, 639 
D Street SW.; William J. O'Leary, 733 North Capitol Street; William 
T. Babbington, 34 H Street 1\"'E.; Thomas Cannon, 1358 H Street NE. 

Mr. JONES. Then, Mr. President, there is another provision 
in this law: 

No saloon, barroom, or wholesale liquor business shall be licensed, 
maintained, or allowed in the territory west of the following lines-

Listen! 
The westerly line o! the fire limits as now established
! want Senators to con ider this language: 
No saloon. barroom, or wholesale liquor business shall be licensed, 

maintained, or allowed in the territory west of the following lines: The 
westerly line of the fire limits as now established from its southerly 
limits to where the same intersects with the mile limit of the Soldiers' 
Home; thence westerly and northerly along the said mile limit until the 
same intersects with Kansas Avenue; thence alon"' Kan as Avenue to 
its intersection with the northern boundary of the District of Columbia. 

What was done, 1\Ir. Pre.<:;ident? Just as soon as that law was 
passed, with a provision in it that it shall Iiot take effect un
til, I think it was, the 1st of July, or five or six months after
wards, what was done? Somebody started out to move the fire 
limits of this territory. Wily? Tiley got some legal opinion of 
some kind from somebody that the woTds " as now establlshed " 
did not Tefer to the date of the passage and approval of the law, 
but that they referred to the time, five or six months ahead, 
whea the law should take effect. So they said: -''If we can get 
the fire limits as described in the act changed we will save 
some saloons which now exist." 

Senators, what do you think of a proceeding of that kind? 
What did we intend when we pas ed that act? Did we intend 
to say that in the district beyond some line hereafter to be fixed 
and hereafter to be established there shall be no saloon? What 
did we mean by the term ·~as now established"? We could 
have had nothing else in mind, Mr. President, except the fire 
limits of tbis city as they were at the tim~ of the pas
sage and approval of the law. Did they succeed in getting 
the fire limits changed? They did. The fire limits were 
changed, and they were extended so as to include within their 
limits two or three of the most disreputable establishments in 
the District of Columbia. One of them was located at the end 
of the Aqueduct Bridge, at Georgetown, where men and women 
going to and from the State of Virginia, going to and from 
work in the District of Columbia, were compelled to pass by 
and through its evil influences. 

What did the excise board -do? Did they grant licenses 
within the new limit so established? They did not have to do 
it. They cot1J.d have refused to grant such licenses. If not 
within the terms of the law, they would have been clearly within 
the spirit and intent of it. Did they refuse to grant ·licenses 
to the saloons that Congress had almost in so many words said 
should not exist? No; they granted licenses for those saloons. 
They winked at, aided and abetted, and made effective this 
fraud upon the law they had sworn to enforce. 

I will say, Mr. President, in justice to the excise board, that 
they got the opinion of .the corporation counsel of the District 
of Columbia, and that his opinion in that case he1d that the 
limit e tablished by Congre s was the fire limit when the law 
went into effect and not tmder the language at the time it was 
pa sed and approved. So they had a legal opinion to sustnin 
them in that proposition; but they did not have any compelling 
statute anywhere to compel them to grant such licenses, though 
the corporation counsel said they had a right to do it. I . am 
glad to say that that question is now in the court, and that 
the court has intimated very strongly that there is scarcely any 
room for construction, but that Congress meant and described a 

spec:iiic line which existed when the law was passed and that 
no outside influence could in fact legislate for Congress. The 
board should not have .hunted for legal quibbles to nullify the 
law. The very action taken to defeat its very evident purpose 
should have led them to deny these licenses. They seem to think 
they are the guardians of the liquor business rather than the 
conservators of the well-being of the people of the District. 

Now, we put this provision in this law: 
Said board shall consider and act upon all applications for license 

to· sell intoxicating liquors, and may require a report thereon by the 
chief of police, and the action of said board shall be final and con
clusive. 

We did not provide there, of course, that they must follow 
the recommendation of the chief of police. We tried' to get that 
provision in, but we could not pass the bill with it, and we had 
to except that p1·ovision. But what is the purpose of it? 
What would we nattll'ally expect of men trying to carry out 
the spirit of the law that was passed to better conditions in the 
District of Columbia? Would you not expect them to follow 
the report of the men who have to enforce the law, men who 
know more about these places-how they are conducted, the 
character of the men who conduct them-than anybody else? 
Yet what was done. Listen. Mr. President. 

About two years ago a man by the name of Edward J. Gard
ner was the proprietor of the Grand Hotel. It is located just 
across from the New Willard, just beyond Poli's Theater. He 
had a license to run a barroom in connection with that hotel. 
He maintained a beer garden in the ba ement. Many women 
frequented this place. He was arrested for selling and dis
pensing liquors to a minor, a girl not more than 18 years ot 
age. He was convicted of dispensing liquors, but not of selling 
it to a minor. The trial court refused to enter an order of 
revocation of his license. An appeal was taken to the court 
of appeals; the lower couit was reversed and the license was 
revoked. 

What did he do? He formed a corporation, he ho1ding the 
controlling intere t in it. He became its manager and its treas
urer. He applied for a license for the corporation, and the 
license was granted. He reopened his beer garden and has con
tinued since in the usual objectionable way, according to the 
best information that we can get. The new ex:ci e board has 
renewed bis barroom licen e; and now listen : The license this 
year was renewed in spite of a prote t and a seyere adver e 
report upon the application to the excise board by the captain 
of the police precinct. This is what the captain of the police 
precinct says about this application. This report was dated 
August 22, 1914, and is a matter of record: 
· The manager, Edward L. Gardner, conducts a garden in the base
ment of this hotel, where they have mu ic and singing ; dancing is 
allowed on a platform set aside for that purpo e. Tbi is a resort for 
street walkers and women of questionable character, and the result is 
a meeting place for men and women. In my opinion these conditions 
are objectionable in connection with a bar and should be eliminated. 

J. L. SPRDIKLE, 
Acting Captain, First Precin.ct. 

. Mr. President, in the face of that fact a license was granteu 
for that place. It is said, I do not know how true it is, that 
the police officer was reprimanded. 

There is another instance I now want to give you. John H. 
Gordon had a license for a barroom at 407 Q Street in the 
northwest. He died February 13, 1914. Under the law his 
widow, in order to have the license transferred to her, should 
have made an application within 30 days. She did not do o; 
she made an application on the 28th day of April, 1914. A hear
ing was had before the board on l\1ay 19, 1914. The saloon 
was running all the time contrary to law. The board got the 
opinion of the corporation counsel. The corporation conn. el 
said they had no right to run it; that the 30 days had expired. 
Did they close it up? Did the board reject the application? They 
did not act on it until when? Under date of June 26 a letter 
was written by Andrew Wilson, pre. ident of the Anti-Saloon 
League, to Hon. Frederick L. Siddons, Commis ioner of tile 
District of Columbia, asking that he take the matter up and ee 
if he could not get the board to reject tbis application. Then it 
was rejected, and not until then. Mr. Pre ident, I ask permis
sion to ha1e the letter, whlch I hold in my hand, printed in the 
REOORD. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection? The 
Chair hears none, and permission is granted. 

The letter referred to is as follows : 

Hon. FREDERICK L. Smoo~s, 
Commissioner of the District of Columbia, 

JUNE 26, 1014. 

Washington, D. 0. 
DEAR MR. COMMISSIONER: Your attention is respectfully called to 

the continued violation of the excise law at 407 Q Street NW. This 
place is undoubtedly being run without a license. 

It appears John H. Gordon had a license !or a barroom at said 
place. l\Ir. Gordon died February 13, 1914. On April 28, 1914, 

l 
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Louise Gordon, the widow, made application for a transfer of the 
license from t he estate to herself. Under the law no transfer could 
be permitted after the expiration of 30 days from the date of John H. 
Gordon' death. A bearmg on the application was had before the 
excise board May 1D, 1DH. Many cases have been beard and acted 
upon since t hat hearing, and yet no decision in that case. This is 
all the more remarkable because, in addition to the plain provisions of 
the Jaw, the co1·poration counsel has filed an opinion in the case. If 
the exci~e bonrd can permit the violation of the law in this case, the 
same cour e can be pursued in any number of cases. 

Not only as president of the Anti-Saloon League, but also as a 
citizen and as the owner of four houses in that general locality, I 
request that, as the commissioner in charge of the Metropolitan police, 
you close the said saloon at 407 Q Street NW. by taldng whatever 
mea w·es may be necessary and proper to accomplish the purpose. 

Very respectfully, yours, 
AXDREW WILSO~. 

.Mr. JONES. In response to the abm·e complaint Commis
sioner Siddons acted promptly, through the corporation counsel, 
and within a few hours the application was refused and the 
saloon closed. 

1\Ir. President, here is another instance to which I wish to 
call the attention of the Senate. It shows what is done and 
what influences are brought to bear in connection with this 
business. On the first board there was appointed a gentle
man by the name of Joseph T. Sheehy, an attorney of this 
Di trict. It was thought that he wa.s a man of high standing 
and high character. He ser1ed on the board for a while, long 
enough to get certain rules adopted, and then he resigned. 
What did he then do? He became the attorney before the board 
to act fur tho e people desiring licenses and transfers of licenses. 
What u e would anybody hale for an attorney in such a case? 
The law prescribes the conditions under which licenses shall be 
is ued or transferred. It does not seem as though the services 
of an attorney would be worth anything, and yet 1\lr. Sheehy's 
services seem to have been needed to secure certain action by 
the board. How valuable were the services of 1\Ir. Sheehy con
sidered in securing the transfer of a license-not in the grant
ing of a license but in securing the transfer of a licen e? One 
man who desired a transfer of his license from the place where 
it was to another place entered into a contract to pay $5,500 to 
ecure nch a transfer, and 1\Ir. Sheehy was one of his attor

neyG. 
What was the purpose of agreeing to pay Mr. Sheehy $5,500 to 

secure the transfer of a license? Was that to pay him for 
legal ervices or was it to be used in some other way? I do not 
kn0w, but I ha\e my ideas about it. I do not see how the 
human ruind can reach but one conclusion as to why they agreed 
to pay him $5.500. Do yon ha-ve any doubt about this agree
ment? Do yon have any doubt about this contract? If you 
ha\e, I de ire to say that in the Washington Law Reporter, vol
ume 42, page_ 743, is a decision by the Supreme Court of the 
Di trict of Columbia in a ca e entitled " William F. Columbus, 
plaintiff against Joseph C. Sheehy, defendant," wherein this con
tract is set out. 

How oJd it haooen to get into court? It happened in just this 
way: Mr. Sheehy and another lawyer had a contract with the 
man wanting a transfer. 1\Ir. Sheehy got $2,500 and the other 
lawyer got nothing. He thought Mr. Sheehy ought to divide, 
and he brought suit against him for his part of the $2,500 that 
had been collected. Here is the decision holding, of course, that 
such a contract as that is absolutely 10id and against public 
policy. 1\Ir. Sheehy got the $2,500; the man got the transfer 
of his saloon license; and the other man brought the matter 
into court, so that we get the facts. Mr. President, I ask that 
this decision may be printed in the RECORD. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection? The Chair 
hears none, and it is so ordered. 

The decision referred to is as follows: 
S UPREliE COURT OF THE DISTRICT OF COLUM1HA-WILLIUI F. COLUM

BUS, PLAINTIFF, V, JOSEPH C. SHEEHY, DEFEXDANT. 
ATTORJ\"EY AXD CLIENT; CONT!J:"GEYT FEES ; PUBLIC POLICY. 

1. A party having a claim against an individual or against the Gov
ernment may lawfully agree with attorneys for a contingent fee to be 
paid the latter for services in prosecuting such claim. 

2. Where, however, the services to be rendered by the attorneys are 
to consist in securing the transfer of a liquor license from one location 
to some other, and the agreement is for a contingent fee to be paid upon 
success in securing such tr·ansfer, the contract is against public policy 
and is therefore void. · 

3. Where in an .action by one of the attorneys so employed against 
the other to recover one-half or payments made by the client to defend
ant on account of such fee, held that tlie invalidity of the contract 
sued upon appearing from the affidavit of plaintiff no recovery could be 
bad thereunder and judgment entered for defendant. 

At law, No. 57265. Decided November 6, 1914. 
Hearing on a motion for judgment under the seventy-third rule. 

Judgment for defendant. 
1\fr. L. A. Bailey for the plaintiff. 
Mr. F. J. Hogan and Mr. D. W. Baker for the defendant. 
Mr. Justice Stafford delivered the opinion of the court: 
The cause was beard upon the plaintiff's motion under the seventy

third rule for judgment in his favor for the amount claimed in his 

declaration upon · the ground that the affidavit of defense, if true, is in· 
sufficient to defeat the plaintiff's claim in whole or in part. 

An examination of the declaration and fortifying affidavit shows that 
the plaintiff is attempting to enforce a contract that is clearly ,·oid as 
against public policy. Both the plaintiff and the defendant are prac
ticing members of this bar. Prior to May 4, 1914, one McCarthy, a 
proprietor of a barroom license in the District of Columbia, requested the 
plaintiff to secure the transfer of said license to another location, the 
place to which said license then applied bei!lg in a restricted district, 
under the terms of the excise law. Thereupon the plaintiff invited the 
defendant to join with him in the tendered employment. The defend
ant accepted the invitation, and the plaintiff, the defendant, and Mc
Carthy all subscribed a contract in the following words: 

"Fee agt·eement, made this 4th day of l\Iay, 1914, between Dennis J. 
McCarthy, party of the first part, and William F. Columbus and Joseph 
C. Sheehy, parties of the second part, is as follows: 

" 1. The party of the fir t part hereby employs the parties of the 
second part to rE.'present him before the excise board of the Distlict of 
Columbia in the matter of his application for a transfer of his license 
from No. 332 Fourteenth Street SW. to the ground floor of the Evans 
Building-, or elsewhere. 

" 2. The party of the first part shall pay the parties of the second . 
part a retainer of $500 and an additional fee of 5.000 should his 
licen e be transferred to ·the ground floor of the Evans Building or else
where. 

" 3. 'The parties of the second part accept the employment aforesaid 
·and will endeavor to secure the transfer of the license of the party of 
the first part."• 

Thereupon McCarthy paid the $500 retaining fee called for by the 
contract and tbe same was divided equally between the plaintiff and de
fendant. After the public hearing on the application for the transfer 
before the exci e board, the plaintiff and defendant both participating 
therein, the board granted the transfer. Thereafter defendant collected 
$2,500 of the $5,000 contingent fee from McCarthy and refuses to divide 
the same with the plaintiff. The plaintiff finding himself unable to 
collect of McCarthy now seeks to recover in this action one-half of the 

2,500 collected by the defendant, upon the theory that they were equal 
partners in the business, and that anything collected by either must be 
equally divided between the two. It will not be necessary to consider 
the sufficiency of the defandant's affidavit, but it may be fair to state 
that his position seems to be that he was to have his fee of $2,500 
whether the plaintiff recei-ved anything or not. 

The question to be decided by the excise board was one to be de
termined in the public interest. .McCarthy bad no legal right to have 
his license transferred. (See the excise law, 37 Stat., 997.) McCarthy 
was not in the position of a claimant seeking to enforce a legal right, 
and who might therefore employ attorneys upon a contingent fee. His 
position was more analogous to that of the defendant in Haselton v. 
l\Iiller, reported under the name of Haselton v. Sbeckslls (202 U. S., 
71), who had a parcel of real estate which he wished to dispose of to 
the Government, or like the parties in other cases referred to in that 
opinion who wished to secure contracts with the Governm~nt. In such 
cases it is weU settled that a contract to pay an attorney a contingent 
fee for decuring the contract or the purchase of the plaintiff's property 
by the Government is void, as against public policy, the reason being 
that it is of evil tendency in that it naturally tempts the attorney to 
the use of improper means to accomplish his client's purpose. In the 
present case, the amount of the contingent fee, $5,000 is so dispro
portioned to any legitimate legal services to be rendered as to furnish 
an additional reason for holding the contract to be one of evil tE-ndency. 
The invalidity of the contract does not depend upon the que tion l•le 
character of the services actually rendered or agreed to be t·endered, 
but results from the fact that its natural tendency is to prompt efforts 
which are against the public interest. In the Haselton case, the court 
assumed that the services were legitimate, but struck down the con
tract for the reason above stated, remarking that the court would not 
inquire what was actually done inasmuch as the arrangement "neces
sarily invited and tended to induce improper solicitations and intensi
fied the inducement by the contingency of the reward." 

It is undoubtedly legal 1or parties to stipulate for a contingent fee 
to be paid for services in prosecuting a plaintiff's claim against an 
individual or against the Government, but in such cases the claim is a 
demand of some matter as of right. The present case does not bel on~; to 
this class. In the class of cases to which this does belong the plaintiff 
has a right to employ an attorney to represent him and bas a right to 
pay such an attorney for his services, but be bas not a right to do so 
upon a contingent fee for the reason above stated. The brief filed for 
the plaintiff proceeds upon the theory that wherever the plaintiff has 
a right to employ a paid attorney he has a right to engage the attorney 
upon a contingent fee. 3. manufacturer would have a right to employ 
and pay an attomey to appear before a committee of Congress and 
show such reasons as he could why a certain duty should be imposed 
upon the class of goods manufactured by his client, but certainly ha 
could not employ the attorney upon a contingent fee. In our view the 
pre ent case falls within this class. 

It may be urged by the plaintiff that judgment can not be rendered 
against him upon his own motion because the proceedings under the 
seventy-third rule are merely collateral and are to determine whether or 
not the plaintiff is entitled to s"Cmmary judgment. In answer thereto 
it must be said that the -contract in question is illegal. The plaintiff 
by his motion refers not only to his own declaration, but also to his 
affidavit in support thereof. As soon as the court per·ceives the illegal 
nature of the contract it is in duty bound to dismiss the suit. The 
plaintiff by bis own affidavit puts himself out of court-by his own • 
solemn oath in laying lbe contract before the eyes of the court. It 
seems unneces ary to cite authorities in support of such a proposition, 
but in the ca e of Oscanyan v. Arms Co. (103 U. S., 2Gl) an officer of 
the Turldsh Government was employed on a commission by an Amer
ican corporation to sell its products to the Turkish Government through 
his influence with its officials. The nature of the contract app('ared 
upon the opening statement of the plaintiff's counsel to the jUL'y, and 
the court at once directed a verdict for the defendant. Of that action 
the Supreme Court says : 

"So in a civil action, if it should appear from the opening stntement 
that it is brought to obtain compensation for acts which the law 
denounces as corrupt and immoral or decla!'es to be ct·iminal * * * 
the court would not hesitate to close the case without delay." 

Later on, in the same case the court says: 
"Here the' action is upon a contract which, according to the view or 

the judge who tried the case, was a corrupt one, forbidden by morality 
and public policy. • • • Assuming for the present that such was 
a sound view, the objection to a recovery could not be obviated or 
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waived by any s:-stem of pleading, or even by the express stipulation 
of the r artie . It was one which the court itself was bound to raise 
the interest of the due administration of justice." 

In the case of Coppell v. Hall (7 Wall., 542) a suit was brought upon 
a contract whereby the plaintiff, a neutral, had agreed with the de
fcnd:mt, a citizen of one of the belligerents to protect with his neutral 
name shipments made by the defendant into the other belligerent State, 
where trade between citizE:ns of the belligerents was forbidden. In re
\Wsing a judgment given in favor of the plaintiff after a waiver by the 

· defendant of the point of illegality, the court said: 
·• Whenever the illegality appears, whether the evidence comes from 

one side or the other, the disclosure is fatal to the case. No consent of 
the defendant can neutralize its effect." 

In thus rendering judgment in favor of the defendant, on the motion 
of the plaintiff under the seventy-third rule, we are not departing from 
the deci ·ions of the comt of appeals in regard to cases arising under 
!"aid rule, for those decisions were not rendered in cases in which the 
contract s ued upon was illegal from its inception: Lawrence v. Ham
mond (4 D. C. Ap., 467~.- 473-474; 22 Wash. Law Rep., 749), Bailey 11. 
D. C. (4 D. C. Ap .. 3::>6, 3i0; 22 Wash. Law Rep., 735 )_, Booth 11. 
Arnold (27 Ap. D. C. 2 7, 291; 34 Wash. Law Rep., 289), Tnompson 11. 
Cu tis (35 D. C. Ap. 247. 250.) In fact, the same court said in Brown 
v. D. C. (29 Ap. D. '., 273, 281; 35 Wash. Law Rep., 163) : 

"The openin"' statement • • * admitted a fact that discharged 
all possible right of recovery in the action. It was in the interest, 
therefore, of the speedy administration of justice to act upon the admis
sion when deliberately made and avoid the delay that would be caused 
by the production of the evidence." 

It is unnecessary to pursue the subject further. The plaintiff stating 
that he can not amend, judgment must be rendered for the defendant. 
" In pari delicto potlor est conditio defcndentis." 

Mr .. TONES. Now, Mr. President, I want to give you some 
more facts. • 

Mr. LODGE. Mr. President, will the Senator allow me 
to ask him a que tion? · 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Wash
ington yield to the Senator from Massachusetts? 

Mr. JONES. Certainly. 
Mr. LODGE. Who appoints the excise board that the Sen

ator from Washington is describing? 
Mr. JONES. The President appoints them; we provided 

that in the excise law; but I do not make any reflection on 
the President. The President appointed the e men, and the 
Antisaloon League examined into the matter as fully as they 
had an opportunity, and said, while the appointees were not 
entirely satisfactory, they seemed to be fairly good men. We 
tt.ought we would get a fairly good administration of the law, 
but the facts that I have given simply show the influences that 
this traffic brings to bear upon men who are to administer the 
law. They show the power of these influences, and they show 
the ineffectiveness of regulation where you must gtre discretion 
to executive officers. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Ur. President, with the Senator's permis
sion, I will ask if the President did not appoint two members 
of that board, and. when their characters were called to his 
attention. were the names not withdrawn? 

Mr. JO:NES. He did so very prom;>tly; and I wish he had 
withdrawn the others. I should say that one of the names 
was withdrawn not because of the character of the appointee, 
but because he had been a most open and determined opponent 
of the law. 

Mr. SMOOT. Mr. President--
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does .the Senator from Wnsh

ington yield to the Senator from Utah? 
Mr. JONES. Yes. 
Mr. S~fOOT. I wish to call the Senator's attention to para

f;raph 12 of the excise liquor law of ~e District of Columbia 
in which I find this provision: ' 

PAR. 12. That any person, company, copartnership, corporation club 
or association manufacturing, selling, offering for sale keep~o- for 
sale, trafficking in, bartering, exchanging for goods, or otherwis; fur
nishing any intoxicating liquors in the District of Columbia without 
first having obtained a license as herein provided, or shall manufacture 
sell,. offer for _sale, kee_p fo1: sale, !:raffic in, barter, exchange for goods; 
or g1ve away mtoxicating liquors lD any part, section, or district of the 
District of Columbia wherein the same is prohibited by law upon 
conviction thereof shall be fined not less than :ti250 nor more than $800 
and in default in the payment of such fine be imprisoned in the Dis~ 
trict jail or workhouse for not less than two months nor more than 
six months. 

Does the Senator from Washington know whether or not there 
ha...-e been any complaints made against these persons who have 
obtained license. contrary to the excise law of the District? 

.M_r. JONES. I am informed that the office of the corporation 
coun el say they hope to begin proceedings in four or five or 
a half dozen of the e cases before very long. 

1\Ir. SMOOT. But the Senator does not doubt for a minute 
that the 62 ca e and the 18 cases which he has cited could be 
J)ro8ecuted under paragraph 12 of the law which I have just 
quoted? 

l\lr. JONES. No; I do not, and they ought to be prosecuted. 
It ought to be done promptly, but that is the trouble we have 
y.;ith reference to these regulati...-e measures. Then they have 
all sorts of defenses under the technical terms of the law which 
they present, rendering practically inefficient and ineffecti r~ a 

regulative measure which I think is really a model regulative 
measure. 

Mr. CLAPP. I want to say that the committee, of which the 
Senator was one of the leading force , were unusually fortunate 
and farsighted in making it plain that not only would a man be 
subject to pro ecution if he sold without a licen ·e but even if 
he obtained a lic~nse, and the regulative feature· ~ere ignored, 
he would be subJect to prosecution, so that there is no escape 
for those who are actually and openly selling contrary to law. 

Mr. JONES. Not if we can get them prosecuted. 
Mr. President, I want to call your attention to the fact that 

the excise boardlla winked at a deliberate eyasion of the law 
a~d then I 'YaD:t to ask tlle Senate whether or not you are going 
directly or rndirectl;v. to a11pear to indorse the action that was 
taken in this case? 
• . On PennsylYania .A Yenue, or rather on E Street, I belim·e, 
ng~t where E Sh·eet comes into Pennsylvania Avenue, between 
Thirteenth and Fourteenth Streets, when the excise law was 
passed and went into effect there were five saloons. Under the 
new law only three of those saloons could continue. Two of 
them, under the terms of the law, had to go out of business. 
The five saloons there were run by Miller, Gerstenberg, Shoo
maker, Engel, and Bush. As I have said, two had to go. 'l'his 
had to be done by the 31st of October. On the 30th day of 
Octob~r the ex.icse board said that Engel and l\Iiller must go, 
and directed the as es or to prepare licenses for the other peo
ple. On the morning of the 31st of October some authority came 
from somewhere, some influence came from some source, and 
Bush had to go and Engel came back. The license of Bu h 
was destroyed, while Engel was granted his license. I should 
like to know what that influence was. I hould like to know 
where it came from. ' I hould like to know whether it came 
through a $5,000 attorney fee or whether it carne from some 
other source. I do not know. 

But, :Mr. President, that is not all. A. few days after Mr. 
l\Iiller closed up his place, what did he do? He applied for a 
license for a bar in the same building where he had been con
ducting his busine s, but as fronting on Fourteenth Street and 
not on E Street. The 1icense was granted. The entrance on E 
Street was closed, and an entrance on Fourteenth Street made, 
and the saloon is now carried on in the same building in the 
same room, with the bar in the same place where it was before. 
That may not be a technical violation of the law, although I 
think it is. But it is worse than a Yiolation of the law. It 
is a penersion of the Jaw; it is a setting :).t naught of the plain 
provisions of the law and the plain intention of Congre ..... 

Mr. President, the conduct of this board has been suc.h as to call 
forth a letter which, if without foundation, would be one of the 
mo t insulting letters that could be sent to an administTative 
body; but it was sent by a man of responsibility, a man of 
character, a man of standino-, and there has not been any in
dignation manifested at its contents. I want to read it to the 
Senate. Here is the letter, dated October 26, 1914, addre sed to 
the honorable the Exci e Board, Washington, D. C.: 

GEJNTLEME~: One of the grave questions confr·onting us in relation 
to excise matters in this District is how to justify what has been done 
when called upon so to do by legally constituted authority or bv the 
citizens of the District of Columbia responsible for the Jones-"'oi·ks 
law. In some instances it ls respectfully submitted that some of us 
though in close touch with the situation and presumed to lrnow, are 
unable to commend what bas been done. 

Let me illu trate-

:Mr. Pre ident, what I am going to read just now is a new 
fact which I haYe not presented, but one which can be fully 
established-
How can we explain why Thomas Raftery was permitted to transfer · 
after the evidence produced before you showed that he had, in fact 
paid for the destruction of protests when the law requires you to con~ 
sider protests? "'hat comment can we make upon the statement made 
by a member of the board immediately after that evidence was pro
duced in the Raftery case-

That is, evidence showing that he had paid for the destruc
tion of protests-
to the effect " now that you have the evidence what does it amount to? 
It amounts to nothing." · 

1\Ir. President, does it not show something as to the character 
of the man applying for a license? If he will pay money to 
have protests destroyed, what is it he will not do in order to 
acc-omplish his purpo es? And what of an excise board that will 
countenance such conduct? 

After the hearing in the Ebbitt llou e case, where certain uncon
tradicted testimony showed a state of affairs shocking to the moml 
sense, it is said the chairman of your board stated, in substance, what 
another member· said in the Raftery case, and further indicated that 
such testimony would be gi ven no consideration, to which statement by 
the chairman 1\Ir. Baker said " Amen , amen. •· Are these exp1·e.sions 
given at the very time by a majority of the board to be taken as the 
moral standard of such officials ? 'What othet· conclusion i ::J po!';sihl e ? 
If such is the moral standard, what have the various cooperal.ing 
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forces i'esponsible ·for the ·enactment of thi-s - law- to--hope for in its 
ru:lministration? 

The Evans Building case will not down-

That is the case where a fee of $5,500 was agreed to ,be paid-· 
A prominent citizen, · w.ho might in 'some contingencies have occasion to 
aeal officially upon certain phlises of it, in referring to the attorney 's 
fee in .that ca e, said, "The human mind can reach but one conclusion." 
A prominent lawyer, not identified in any way with the Antisaloon · 
League, 'Spoke to me of excise conditions and referred to them as being 
a public scandal. He did not specify the particulars, and was not 
a ·ked for them. In this same case an eminent jurist said, " It was 
a great mistake to permit that place to have a license." Another emi
nent jurist here said to me, " It is the utmost folly for the United 
States to permit saloons to exist." ~umerous nonofficial citizens have 
expr·es~cd their views in strong terms in this case. There is not the 
least doubt the board could have avoided all this comment by refusing 
the transfer-

They were not compelled to grant a transfer-
The applicant's attitude may be easily surmised. He certainly would 
not have agreed tp pay what be. did unless he thou_ght he would get 
his money's wor·tb . An attorney fot· the liquor interests recently stated 
in m:v office that the attorneys in that case bad often done more work 
for '10 than they did in that case. 'rhen why such fees? Before the 
tran fer was granted I wrote to you and a ked that you investigate. 
You replied, but you did not investigate, and you did grant the transfer. 

There at·e many other stories of large fees in some instances _much 
larger than the Evans Building case, and the insinuations are quite 
as unpleasant. 

Then the writer refers in this letter to some of the facts to 
whicll I har-e a1ready alluded in my remarks. I shall not take 
the titne of tlle Senate to read the remainder of the letter, but 
will ask that I may put it in the RECORD, remembering that this 
is a letter addressed to the excise board. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection? The Chair 
h-ears noue. :md the permission is granted. 

The remainder of the letter is as follows : 
Upon what theory can we explain the open bar_ at 407 Q Street 

r'W., where no license was in existence from March 15, 1914, to June 
27. Hl14? • . 

How can we explain the apparent attitude that the shortest course 
of travel i not the mo t direct route across a public right of way? 
ln tbe opinion of many a contrary holding would not only be unjusti
fiable in law but must subject the board to criticism which could be 
a\oided by the board. A contrary holding, in my opinion, would be a 
violation of the act whlch you have sworn. to support. 

In one instance, it is reliably reported, the board took the attitude 
that Con):n·e s bad inadvertently omitted to state that clubs coulc1 be 
licensed in residential districts, and that the board would supply the 
omif;. ion. 

You had before you an expression of the view of a man whose name 
the law bears as to the intention of Congress on the question of fire 
limits in the western section of the city. The ruling was in favor of 
the liquor interests. There is no law to compel you to grant any 
licen~>e in that disputed zone. 

'f . e aut!:Jor of the law are grievously disappointed because the 
in spector provided by law has not inspected saloons in the sense in 

hich saloons should ·be inspected. For this the inspector is not 
re ponsible. 

~Yo bave to deal with a traffic whose attributes are so well known 
that characterization is useless. Certain evidences have been presented 
t9 you. It has been powerful ·enou~b to secure the removal of police 
officers wbo were not desired and has persistently violated the law. 

Upon one occasion. in a statement before the board, I took the liberty 
of quoting from certain eminent authorities na.m~d by me, only to be 
told a few hours afterwards that a member of tbe board stated that I 
certainly did not believe what I had said in that statement. Notwith
standing that experience, I · am now going to ask your indulgence 
while I quote from legal authorities on the rules of construction. I 
do this becnu e of the importance of the matters before you and be
cause when exciRe affairs in this District are sifted to the bottom by 
competent authority, as now seems probable, it may not be said that 
the rules of tatutory con truction were not presented to you . 

In Heydon's case (3 Rep.) it is stated that it was resolved by the 
barons of the exchequer as follows : 

" For the sure and true interpretation of all statutes in general, be 
they penal or beneficial, restrictive or enlarging of · the common law, 
four things are to be discerned and considered : 

"First. What was the common law before the making of the act? 
"Second. ~hat was the mischief and defect for which the common 

law did not provide? 
" Third. What remedy the Parliament hath resolved and appointed 

to cure the disease of the Commonwealth. 
" Fourth. The true reason of the remedy. 
" In construing a statute the courts may recur to the history of the 

times when it was passed in order to ascertain the reason for its 
pas age, as well as tbe meaning of its provisions." (United States v . 
Union Pacific R. Co .. 91 U. S., 72.) 
" In Platt v. nion Pacific Railroad (99 U. S., 48, 64) it was said: 

But in endeavoring to ascertain what the Congress of 1862 intended 
we_ must. as far as possible, place ourselves in the light that Congress 
enJo-yed, look at thmgs as they appeared to It, and discover its pur
E~:~c~~;n tbe language used in connection with the attending circum-

In Siemens v . Sellers (123 U. S., 276, 285) the court said: "No 
'doubt . the words of the law are generally to have a controlling effect 
..upon 1ts construction ; but the interpretation of these words is often 
t<? be sought from the su.rr.ounding circumstances and preceding 

•history." 
In the casf' 'Of the Church of the Holy Trinity v. United States (143 

tU. S., 457-463), Mr . .Justice Brewer in delivering the opinion said· 
"A:;:ain, anotbe_r guide to the meaning of a statute is found in the evii 
wh1cb it is designed to remeay ; and for this the court properly -looks at 
-contemporaneous events. the situation as it existed and as it was 

•JlTc<ssea upon the attention of the legislative body. '• • • It ap
.penrs also from the petitions .and in the testimon-y presented before the 
crymmitte('s of Congress. · 

Since&ely, yours, A 'DREW WILSON. 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. 1\ir. President--
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Wash· 

ington yield to the Senator from Wisconsin? 
Mr. JONES. Certainly. 
1\fr. LA FOLLETTE. Will the Senator from Washington 

give us the names of the excise board? 
Mr. JONES. There is a l\1r. Baker, a Mr. Smith. and Mr. 

Bride. Those gentlemen compose the board. 
1\lr. President, a petition or resolution was presented here 

yesterday from the Chamber of Commerce of the City of Wnsh
ington protesting against this proposed legislation. What is tlle 
ground of their protest? They do not say anything in behalf 
of the business; they do not say any good word for the busi
ness; but what do they say? Oh, they say we ought not to put 
legislation on an appropriation bill. Since. when have thc>y be
come so interested about putting legislation onto appropri ntion 
bills? We have been doing it year after year and "e hnYe 
never heard from them any such protest. l\Ir. President. bow 
was the passage of this resolution secured? Here is how it V."' l s 
secured: I haYe the Washington Times giving an account of this 
matter, and here is the way it reads: 

Merchants end protests to Senate. Chamber of Commerce vote 
against prohibition and similar rider legislation. lembers of the Sen-
ate to-day received c. • * a Yigorous protest-

Then the resolution is quoted, and following that occurs th9 
following: 

In introducing his resolution :Mr. Harvey said-
Mr. Harvey intl~oduced this resolution. Who is :\Ir. Harvey? 

l\fr. Haney is the representative of the Retail Liquor Dealers' 
Association of the United States, located in the city of Wash
ington, and he is the 1\Ir. Harvey whose name I read n moment 
ago as having secured a liquor licen e for the running of a 
saloon less than 400 feet from a church, contrary to the ltnv. 
He is the spokesman for the chamber of commerce. the rE'
spectable business men of the city of Washington. l\Ir. H :nTey 
appe3.red before our committee two years ago as the nttoruey 
for and as representing the liquor-interests. He stayed .tllere 
every day and every hour and every minute . . He is a very 
affable, a very pleasant, and a very able gentleman. I wi ll s:1 j· 
that for him. He holds a liquor license contr:uy to la w. He 
introduced a resolution in the Chamber of Commerce of the 
City of Wa~hington; and what does he say when he introd.ul'e:,; 
it? He is quoted as saying this: 

The people of the District have not asked for thls legislation-

Why, 1\lr. President, you know and I know th1t h"ghly rE'
spectable, strong, and powerful organizations. as well as citi
zens of the Di trict of Columbia, have been nsking for tllis legis
lation for years-
It is being foisted t;pon us by persons the majority of whom t>ave not 
a dollar's worth of property in this community. Our interests baYe 
not been consulted in any m:tnner. 

Why, l\Ir. President, we have been dealing with their interests 
for some time. 

Mr. WORKS. Mr. President--
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from W:lsh

ington yield to the Senator from California? 
Mr. JONES. Certainly. 
l\fr. WORKS. I should like to ask tlle Senator from W ·· sh

ington il" he kno"s how many members of the Wn shingtou 
Chamber of Commerce nre engae:ed in the liquor business '? 

Mr. JONES. I do not. I do not know what we ha Ye a t•ight 
to assume from this action. 

The .Tones-Works bill, the present excise measure, has only been in 
effect a few montbs-
~ays l\fr. H~rvey- . 

and consequently has not yet bad a fait· trial-
Yes; I know it has not had a fair trial. Nobody has <lone 

more to prevent its having a fair trial than Mr. Harvey
Those who are endeavoring to have the law changed are individuals 
who are anxious to make experiments, and select the District a.:; t JJe 
place to be experimented with. 

Why, Mr. President, that is an insult to the honesty and the 
intelligence and the sincerity of the Senate and Senntors. 'fllis 
is not an experimental station, but this is the place .where 
we ought to put into effect what has been shown to be for th 
best interests of the people of the country after a trial in 
many sections of this country. Instend of W;lshin,!!ton City 
being the model after which the rest of the country acts, Wnsll
ington City, as a matter of fact. simply follows and reflect 
the consensus of the best sentiment and the best legislation of 
the country. 

Then· he says : 
This bill, if enacted, most certai-nly will injure business in this 

city. The chamber o:C commerce is a business men·-s organization, and 
·as such I ·ask-
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Now, notice the dominating attitude of Mr. Harvey-
n.s such . I aflk that ·you ·vote. upon tliis resolution·. I want action, 
whether it be favorable or not. 

He wants action. He is bound to have it. He forced it 
through. Yet, Mr. President, what are the facts about that? 
Does this resolution represent the sentiment of the 'Chamber of 
Comme1'ce of the District of Columbia? 

I am told that the resolution was not offered until after 
they had held their meeting, it being an annual meeting, and 
elected their officers and adjourned for lunch, with the under
standing that when they came back the choice of officers would 
be ratified and they would go home, and that, as a matter of 
fact, when the resolution was presented there were but Yery 
few members of the chamber of commerce present. I do not 
say that is the fact; I do not know whether it is or not; but 
here is what I saw in the Washington Herald, I presume of the 
next day, giving an accotmt of the meeting. Listen to what 
the paper said: 

Protest was made against prohibition, the Sheppard rider in the 
District appropriation bill by which the District would be made dry, 
and against riders in general at the annual meeting of the chamber 
of commerce last night. 

Pah·ick T. Moran had been elected president, and Capt. James F. 
Oyster bad moved adjournment when Hugh Harvey rose and offered 
the resolution. 

Several members spoke for and against the resolution. The question · 
was whether the chamber, in protesting against the rider that will be 
considered by the Senate to-day, should protest also against prohibition. 
Many members, believing there would be no more business, bad left. 

There is the account of the meeting in a newspaper: with no 
re::~son to mistake the facts. It corroborates what I have been 
told with reference to the matter. 

With reference to Mr. Haney a little bit flll'ther, I have here 
what was given to me by a very reputable gentleman, who says 
that it is a correct copy of an extract. from a speech made by 
Mr. Harvey a little over a year ago here in the city of Wash
ington. I want to read it to the Senate simply in order to 
show you what 1\Ir. Harvey thinks, and the course he thinks 
ought to be taken in order to promote the welfare of the inter
ests he so ably represents .• 

This is an address delivered by him before the Wholesale 
Liquor Dealer ' Association at the Willard Hotel. This is what 
he said: 

Here is the place where a national organization ought to see the 
national men who make the laws. [Applause.] Come here annually; 
every mot her's son of you ought to go up there and see every man you 
know. Every year when you come here you should come here with all 
the influence you possibly can. Bring all the names of the people that 
amount to anything In your district and go and leave them with these 
men. Let them look forward every year to a visitation from you men. 

That does not say to whom he was referring, but I have an 
idea as to who it was. 

l\fr. President, the Senator from Oklahoma [Mr. OwEN] has 
called my attention to a little memorandum in the Liquor 
Dealer telling who the Washington ·Mercantile Association are. 
I think something from them was put in the RECORD yesterday 
protesting against this proposed legislation. Let us see : 

The Washington Mercantile Association. 
Office: Na tiona l Hotel, corner Sixth and Pennsylvania A>enue NW. 

• • • 
President: William Muebleisen, jobber. 
Secret»ry: Hugh F. Harvey, retailer. 
'.rt·easu rer: Charles Jacobson, bottler. 
Executive .committee: Albert Carey, brewer; Joseph Bush, whole

saler ; Frank P. Madigan, salesman. 
That ought to have ·a-. powerful influence in this body. 

[Laughter.] 
Then, l\fr. President, I want to insert in the RECORD-I will 

not take the time to read it-an extract from the Washington 
Herald under date of November 16, 1913, and other papers. I 
do not believe, however, I shall ask to have it inserted in the 
RECORD, but I am just going to put this reference here, so that 
Senators who may want to read it may do so. At page 6046 of 
the CoNGRESSIONAL RECORD, volume 50, part 6, Sixty-third Con
gre s, first ses ion, under date of November 29, you will find 
extracts from the leading papers of Washington City giving ac
counts of a most disgraceful episode in connection with the 
Ebbitt Hotel, showing Yiolation of the excise law of the DistriCt 
of Columbia. I shall not take the time to read it. 

Mr. President, I have presented these facts in the hope that 
the Senate might see the necessity of legislation of the charac
ter proposed, that they might see the futility of a regulative 
mea ure in the District of Columbia. That a prohibition law 
could be enforced here I have absolutely no doubt. If Congress 
will provide the force and the means to enforce a law providing 
that this trade shall not be carried on under any circumstances 
or any conditions, that law will be enforced in the District of 
Columbia much more effectively than anywhere else in the coun
try, so far as that is concerned. But the question now before 
the Senate is, Will you permit a vote upon the merits of this 

questi~n, or will y~u, und_er the plea . that we must not put legis
lation on appropriation bills, deny to the Senate itself :the right 
to expre s its opinion upon this question? 

Mr. President, we are legis)ating. every day on appropriation 
bills. The ~ost Office appropriation bill )],as legislation from 
beginning to end in it now. That bill will come before us. Will 
we hear any protest from Washington City · against putting leg
islation in that bill? Will we hear anybody on the floor of the 
Senate protesting against its passage because it carries legisla
tion? In the very bill we have before us now there is legisla
tion. It is absolutely essential, under our system, if we are to 
get legislation passed, that we shall put it on appropriation 
bills, not for the purpose of embarrassing those measures but 
for the purpose of getting them enacted into law. _ 

We have not hesitated in the past to put legislation on ap
propriation bills even though it might be embarrassing to the 
Executive. Only two years ago there was placed on the sundry 
civil bill a rider of the highest importance, to which there was 
tremendous opposition. I heard nobody on this floor on the 
other side protesting against it on the ground that it would 
embarrass the Chief Executive. You sent it to the President. 
He vetoed it. Then we pas ed it again with that provision 
in it. 

No, 1\Ir. President; in my judgment there is no excuse for 
preventing a vote upon the merits of this proposition at this 
time. · 

Mr. WORKS. Mr. President-- -
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator fr{)m Wash

ington yield to the Senator from California? 
Mr. JONES. I do. 
Mr. WORKS. I should like. to ask the Senator from Wash

ington if the bill he· has been talking about, 'the excise bill, was 
not enacted in _this same way by attaching it to this very same 
appropriation bill? 

Mr. JONES. Yes. The Senator probably was not here, but I 
described all that in_ the first part of my remarks. I wish I had 
had a quorum here when I showed how it was done. but I did 
not, and I did not ask for a quorum for that purpose. 

1\Ir. President, I am not going to discuss now the merits of 
the amendment of the Senator from Texas. I am not going to 
discuss the character of this business. As I said .before. nobody 
has a good word for it. This business is an out1aw by law and 
in practice. It is declared unlawful, but it is permitted to exist 
and do business upon certain conditions. These conditions con
tinue from year to year. They may be terminated without 
ground for complaint and without violatin.,. any vested right, 
It is a business for which no good word can be said. It hides 
behind respectability to promote its own advantage, but for 
respectability it has no regard in its helli h and damning in
fluences and effects. It prevents legislation by fair menns and 
foul, and when passed it perverts, violates . and nullifies it. 
It corrupts officials, debauches attorneys, terrorizes individuals, 
scoffs at public opinion, commercializes womanhood, blackens 
·character, and undermines society. Such a business can not 
permanently exist. Its doom is certain. It may not come to
day ill the District of Columbia, but just as surely as time rolls 
on the Capital of this Republic will be free from this curse cur
ried on as a business. Public opinion may move slowly, but ft 
is as inexorable as fate. 

.Mr. President, in this District the liquor interests have nulli
fied a reasonable regulative measure; and if not to-day in the 
yery near future they will face absolute prohibition. 

EMPLOYMENT OF ADDITIONAL CLERK. 
Ur. BRYAN. 1\Ir. President, I move to take from the t:lb'e 

Order of Business No. 33, being Senate resolution 519. · 
1\Ir. SMOOT. I ask that the resolution may be stated. 

· The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will sta te the 
resolution. 

The SECRETARY. Senate resolution 519, authorizing the Com
·mittee on Post Offices and Post Roads to employ an additional 
clerk. . · 

1\Ir. Sl\IOOT. Is not this the resolution to the consideration 
of which the Senator :irom Michigan · [Mr. TowNSENr:] objected 
on yesterday? 

M~:. BRISTOW. Mr. President, I will answer the Senator by 
stating that it is not. This resolution was reported last night 
in executive session, but the reporters were not here at the time, 
and it was laid over . . It .is simply to authorize the Committee 
on Post Offices and Post Roads to employ a clerk for 30 days in. 
order to help out on some important busirie·ss during that time. 

Mr. SMOOT. I have no objection to the resolution. The only 
point is, the Senator from Uichigan obJects to any business 
being done by unanimous consent as long as we do not have a 
morning hour. 
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Mr. BRYAN. Have I not the right to calr it up, Mr. Presi

dent? 
Mr. SMOOT. Mr. President--
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Florid~. llas 

the "floor. Does he. yield to the Senator from Utah? 
Mr. BRYAN. I yield to the · Senator from Uta~. 
Mr. SMOOT. A resolution of a similm· character was passed 

a few days ago when the Senator from Michigan was in the 
Senate, and he did not object. Therefore I shall not object to 
this; but so far as general legidation of any kind. is concerned, 
I shall object. 

The PRESIDI~G OFFICER. Is there objection to the pres
ent consideration of the resolution? 

The resolution was read, considered by unanimO'l3 consent, 
and agreed to, as follows: 

R esolv ed, That the Committee on Post Offices and Pos"': Roads is 
hereby authorized to employ an additional clerk for a period of one 
month at a sala1·y of $75 per month, to be paid out of the contingent 
fund of the Senate. 

PETITIO~S A.ND MEMORIALS. · 

Mr. GALLINGER prese~ted the petition of Joseph Madd~n. 
of Keene, N. H., chairman of the committee on legislation of the 
COmmercial Law League of America, praying for the en_actment 
of legislation for .the appointment of official stenographers in 
all F ederal courts, which was referred to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. . 

He also presented a petition of Walbridge & Thayer, of Peter~ 
boro, N. H., praying for the enactment of legi_slation to pro
vide for the Federal grading and inspe.ction Qf grain, which was 
referred to the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

Mr. McLEAN presented a memorial of the Business Men's 
Association of Hartford, Conn., remonstrating against an in· 
yestigation as to the preparedness of the United States for war, 
which was referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. POl\IEREl\'E presented petitions of sundry citizens of 
Valley City, Wapakoneta, Rawson, Hamler, Alliance, Lima, 
.Irwin, Sandusky', East Akron, Bridgeport, Youngstown, Apple 
Creek. Dalton, Orrville, Canton, New Richmond, Martins Ferry, 
and Cleveland; of the German-American Al1iance, of Tiffin, 
representing o-ver 500 members; of St. Joseph's Commandery 
of the Knights of St, John, of Lorain, representing 54 members; 
of the German-American Catholic District League, of Cleveland; 
·of sundry citizens of Deshler; of the Catholic Benevolent 
Mutual Asso.ciation, of Tiffin; of the German Aid Society, of 
Tiffin, and of the German Con.solidated Newspaper Co., of Cleve
_land all in the State of Ohio, praying for the enactment of leg
islation to prohibit the exportation of ammunition, etc., which 
were referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

He al so presented a petition of Local Branch, German-Ameri
can A11iance, of Lima, Ohio, praying for the enactment of legis
lation to enable the President to place an embargo upon all con
traband of war, with the exception of foodStuffs, which was re· 
ferred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

REPORTS OP C'OM?!HTTEE ON INDIAN AFFAIRS. 

Mr. OWEN, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, to which 
was referred the bill (S. 4602) to pay the balance due the loyal 
Creek Indians on the award made by the Senate on the 16th 
day of February, 1903, reported it without amendment and sub
mitted a report (No. 917) ther~on. 

Mr. CLArP, from the Committee 011 Indian Affairs, to which 
was referred the bill (H. R. 14196) authorizing the Tuscarora 
Nation of New York Indians to lease or sell the limestone de
posits upon their reservation, reported it with amendments and 
submitted a report (No. 918) thereon. 

BILLS INTRODUCED. 

Bills were introduced, read the first time and, by unanimous 
consent, th.e second time, and referred as follows: 
- By 1\fr. NELSON: 

A bill (S. 7319) granting certain land to the board of educa
tion of the village of Mahnomen, Minn. (with accompanying 
papers) ; to the Committee 011 Public Lands. 

By l\1r. JONES : 
A bill (S. 7320) granting an increase of pension to Mercy -~· 

Martin (with accompanying papers) ; to the Committee on 
Pensions. · · 

By Mr. SHIVELY : 
A · bill ( S. 7321) granting a pension to Clara McGaughey; 
A bill ( S. 7322) granting a pension to Edward H. Baldwin; 
A bil1 (S. 7323) granting an increase of pension to Joseph 

Englnnd; · . 
A ·bill (S. 7324) -granting a ·penSion to John-H. Hopewell; n.nd 

. A bill (S. 7325) granting an increase of pension · to William J. 
_ Cottrel1 _; ~o the Committee on Pensi_on_s; . 

LII--108 

"By_ Mr. BURLEIGH: 
A bill ( S. 7326) granting a pension to Fred Lajoie; to the 

Committee on Pensions. 
By 1\.Ir. OWEN: 
A bill ( S. 7327) granting an increase of pension to Alicen W. 

Poe (with accompanying papers) ; to the Committee on Pen
siQns. 

AMENDMENT TO POST OFFICE APPROP,RIATION BILL. 

Mr. JONES submitted an amendment relative to the allowance 
to be made for third-class post offices having postal~savings 
deposits exceeding $75.000, etc., intended to be proposed by him 
to the Post Office appropriation bill (H. R. 19906), which was 
referred to the Committee on Post Offices and Post Roads and 
ordered to be printed. 

OMNIBUS CLAIMS BILL. 

Mr. RANSDELL submitted an amendment intended to be pro
posed by him to the omnibus claims bill (H. R. 8846), which 
was ordered to lie on the table and be printed. 

THE MERCHANT MARINE. 

Mr. JOJ\'ES submitted an amendment intended to be pro
posed by him to the bill (S. 6856) to authorize · the United 
States, acting through a shipping bom'd, to subscribe to the 
capita~ stock of a corporation to be organized under the laws 
of the United States ·or of a State thereof or of the District of 
Columbia to purchase, construct, equip, maintain, and operate 
merchant vessels in the foreign trade of the United States, and 
for other purposes, which was ordered to lie on the table and 
be printed. · 

RECESS. 

Mr. KERN. I move that the Senate take a recess until 11 
o'clock on Monday morning. 

The motion was agreed to; and (at 3 o'clock and 50 minutes 
p. m., Satul:day, January 16, 1915) the ·senate took a recess 
until Monday, January 18, 1915, at 11 o'clock a. m. 

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
SATURDAY, January 16, 1915. 

The House met at 12 o'clock noon. 
'l'he Chaplain, Rev. Henry N. Couden, D. D., offered the fol

lowing prayer : 
0 Thou who art the Creator, upholder anq sustainer of all 

things, and who in Thy providence dost mark the sparrow's 
fall, be graciously near to Thy children everywhere, espe-cia lly 
to those who are in distress and sorrow; alleviate their distress 
and comfort th.em in their sorrows. So move upon the hearts of 
the leaders of men throughout the world that they may deYi se 
wavs and means for the betterment of conditions in all the 
waiks of life; that wars may cease and peace and happine s fill 
every home. And to Thee we will give all praise. in His name. 
Amen. 

The Journal of the . proceedings of yesterday was read and 
approved. 

THE LATF. SE~ ATOR BACON. 

Mr. BARTLETT. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that 
the date of January 24, 1915. set apart in the House for eulogies 
on the life, character, and public services . of the late Senator 
AuausTus 0. BAcoN, of Georgia, be changed to February 21, 
1915, on account of the fact that gentlemen who expected to be 
present can not be present on the day that has been set. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Georgia . asks unani
mous consent that the order for eulogies on the late Senator 
BAcoN for the 24th of January be vacated, and that Sunday, 
February 21, be set apart instead. Is. there objection? 

There was no obJection. 
NAVAL APPROPRIATION BILL. 

Mr. PADGETT, from th~ Committee on Naval Affairs, re
ported the bill . (H. R. 20975) making appropriations for the 
naval service for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1Dl6, which, 
with accompanying report (No. 1287), was referred to the Com
mittee of the Whole ~ouse on the state of the Union and ordered 
printed. 

Mr. BUTLER. Mr. Speaker, I reserve all points of order on 
the bill. 

Mr. MADDEN. 1\Ir. Speaker, I make the point of order that 
there is no quorum present. · 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois [:Mr. MADDEN] 
, raises the J?Oint of ·order that there · is no quorum present, and 
evideii.~ly there is not. · · · · 



1704 CONGRESSIONAL R"ECORD-~ROUBE. JANUARY lo, 

Mr. U~T))ERWOOD. Mr. Speaker, I move the .call of the 
House. 

,The motion was agreed to. . 
The SPEAKER. The Doorkeeper will close the doors, the 

Sergeant. at ·A..rms will notify tlie a:bsentees, and the .Clerk will 
call the roll. 

Tlle roll was called, and the following Members failed to an
swer to their names : 
Ainey Dixon Kinkead, N.J. 
Allen Dooling Korbly 
Anderson Driscoll Kreider 
Anthony Drukker Langham 
Austin Dunn L'Engle 

vi Elder Lever 
Baker Faison Levy 
Barchfeld Falconer Lewis, Pa. 
Barnhart Fess Lindbergh 
Barton Flood, Ya. Lin~dquist 
Bell, Ga. French 'Linthicum 
Booher Gallivan Loft 
'Brodbeck Gardner Logue 
Brown, W.Va. George McClellan 
Browning Gittins ' McGillicuddy 
Bruckner Glass Maher 
Bryan Goldfogle Manahan 
Buchanan, Ill. Gordon Metz 
:Bulkley Graham, Pa.. Miller 
Burke, Pa. Griest Morin 
Byrne , S. C. Griffin Mo , Ind. 
Campbell Guernsey Mos , W.Va. 
Cant o1· Hamill Murdock 
Carew Hart J. I. 'Nolan 
Carlin Hin ebaugh O'Brien 
Carr Hobson Oglesby 
Chandler, N.Y. Hoxworth O'Hair 
Clark, Fla. Igoe O'Shaunessy 
Curry Kahn Paige, Mass. 
Dale Keister Palmer 
Davis .Kennedy, Conn. P a t t en. N.Y. 
Deitrick Kennedy, Iowa Peters 
Difenderfer • Kennedy, R.I. P eterson 

Post 
Powers 
Price 
Ragsdale 
Riordan 
Roberts, Mass. 
Roberts, Nev. 
'Rothermel 
Rouse 
Rupley 
Sa bath 
Saunders 
Scot t 
Scully 
Shackleford 
Sims 
Smith, Idaho 
·Stanley 
Stevens; N.H. 
Stout 
Taggart 
Talbott. Md. 
Taylor, N.Y. 
Townsend 
Vare 
Walker 
Whaley 
Wil on, Fla. 
Wilson, N. Y. 
Winslow 
Witherspoon 
·woodrufl' 

The SPEAKER. On this roll call 293 Members, a -quorum, 
haYe answered to their names. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. 1\Ir. Speaker, I move to dispense with 
further proceeding under the call. 

T he motion was agreed to. 
The SPEAKER. The Doorkeeper will open the doors. 

BILL AND JOINT. RESOLUTION "SIGNED. 

I r. ASHBROOK, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, re
l >Orted that they had examined and found truly enrolled bill 
and joint resolution of the following titles, when the Speaker 
signetl the same : 

H. R. 6060. An act to regulate the immigration of aliens to and 
the residence of aliens in the United States; and 

H. J. Res. 234. Joint resolution diT~cting the selection of a site 
for the erection of a statue in Washington, D. C., to the memory 
of the late Maj. Gen. George Gordon Meade. 

RIVER AND HARBOR .APPROPRIATION BILL. 

, 1\Ir. SPARK~IAN. Mr. Speaker, I move that the Eouse re
soh ·e it elf into the Committee of the Whole House on the 
. t a.te of the Union for the · furth~r cop.sideration of the bill 
H . R. 2{)189, the river ancl harbor bill. 

The motion was agreed to. 
Accordingly the House resolved itself into Comniittee of the 

Whole House on the state of the Union for the further con
sirleration of the bil1 H. R. 20189, with Mr. RAINEY in the chair. 

Tbe CHAIRMAN. The House is in Committee of ·the . Whole 
House on . the state of the Union for the further consideration 
of the bill H. R. 20189, the river and harbor bill. The Clerk 
will report the title of the bill. 

'!'he Clerk read as follows: 
A b!U (H. R. 20189) malting appropriations for the construction. 

• repair, and pre ervation of certain public works on rivers and harbors, 
an? for other purposes. 

'.rhe CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read. 
The Clerk read a s follows : 

. Ok.lawaha River, Fla.: Continuing improvement and for maintenance, 
$10,000. 

Mr. FllElAR. l\Ir. Chairman, I move to strike out lines 8 and 
9, on page 16. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report -the amendm~nt 
offered by the gentleman from Wisconsin. 

The Clerl\: read as follows : 
Amend, page 16, by striking out lines 8 and 9. _ 
_1\fr. FREAR. Mr. Chairman, if this item was for 'mainte-

nance a lone. I would not make the motion. It is for continuing 
. impro-vement, in addition .to maintenance, and 1 call -the -atten
tion of the committee to the fact that this ·item called for 
$175,000 in the last bill. · It is placed at ·$10.000 .here. The 
new project has not been extended in this year's 'bill, Thnt 
was a $733,000 project. 

A very interesting fact 1n connection with that project is that 
while the House insisted it shoUld remain in the bill last y;e!l.r 
when the bill went to the other side of the Capitol the Senate 
.committee struck it out b.efore it was referred to that body. 
This action .indicated to some degree the merit of critici ms 
that were leveled at the item in this House. It now reads for 
$10,000 on a different project, and I desire to present one or two 
facts, because they .may have some bearing upon the future 
con ideration of the $733,000 project when it is offered. 

There has been appTopriated on this river $78,710-not a very 
large appropriation as appropriations go-and the balance avail
able was $10,046 on July 1, 1914. 

In view of the fact that this is a very small project in charac
ter, it seems to me that the balance which remains on hand 
could very profitably be used at the present time, and we might 
save that amount of money-$10,000---which is' proposed in the 
bill. The engineers state that the navigation on the upper river 
is obstructed by water hyacinth and eel grass; that the dredges 
Florida and Captain McGuire in three months in 1914 remO\·ed 
1,298 snags, 991 O'\"erhanging boughs, 478 log , and 144 stumps, 
aggregating about 3,000 obstructions removed from this stream 
last year. It would eem that that ought to be sufficient undE-r 
ordinary circum-tances to get nw. t of the stumps out of the 
ri-ver. The commerce on that river la ·t yeai' .amounted to 
14,622 tons, of which 6,210 tons were log . 

Mr. DO NOV AN. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman allow 
me an interruption? 

Mr. FREAR. Certainly. 
1\Ir. DO NOV AN. Will not the gentleman repeat what he 

1 just read? · As I caught it, I thought it was intE>re ·tin g. 
Mr. FREAR. Yes; cert.o'linly. On page 2101 of the second 

volume of the 1914 report, the engineers state that the drede:es 
Florida and Captain McGuire in three months in 1914 on the 
Oklawaha River removed 1,29 snags, 991 overhanging boughs, 
478 logs, and .144 stumps; in all, nearly 3,000 obstructions. It 
would seem that this work ought to ha-ve cleared the river 
reasonably well, if it were not for the notation on page 595, 
wherein it is stated that navigation on the upper river is much 

· .obstructed by hyacinths and eel grass. The suggestion has 
been made to me, and possible it will occur to every other 
Member, that it would be well in conducting navigation on 
this stream to go armed with a lawn mower a.nd a pair of 
clipping shears for the branches. [LauO'hter.] The commerce 
on this stream, however, is of some importance. In 1914 it 
aggreO'ated 14,622 tons. . 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Wisconsin 
has expired. 

.Mr. FREAR. Mr. Chairman, may I have two .minutes more 
in view of the interruption? 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Wisconsin asks unan
imous consent to proceed for two minutes more. Is there 
objection? · 

There was no objection. 
.Mr. FREAR. Tbe commerce, as I aid, in 1914 aggregated 

14,622 tons, of which 6,210 tons consi ted of Jogs afloat, mnking 
a net result of 8,412 tons of valuable traffic. for which $733,000 
was asked for the sa me stream in the project pre ented last 
year. In view of the fact that a little more than $10,0 0 was 
on hand at the la t report, it occurs to me that we ou~ht to 
~sa-ve this .money, if po sible, at this time. I move to strike out 
the two lines. 

"The CHAIRMAN. The que tion is on tha amendment of the 
gentleman from Wiscon~in [Ur. FREAR]. 

The amendment was rejected. 
The Clerk read as follow : 
Indian River, Fla. : Continuing improvement between Goat Creek 

and Jupiter Inlet and for maintenance, 10,000 . 

1\Ir. DO NOV AN. 1\fr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last 
word. I notice that thi is called Goat Creek. I hould like to 
ask the chairman of the committee if that signifies a place 
where there is water only occasionally? Is the Go-vernment 
money being spent in trying to make a w aterway of a creek? 
My understanding of a creek is a place where '!:here i wat er 
only a part' of the year. I a sk that question of some member 
of the committee who knows anything about it, if Goat Creek is 
a place where there is water only a part ">f the year? What do 
yo~ mean by the word " creek "? . 

1\Ir. EDWARDS. If the gentleman will rend that item H lit
tle more carefully, he will see that this is for the Indian Ri-ver 
between Goat Creek and Jupiter Inlet, and is not for Goat 
Creek . 

Mr. DONOVAN. 1\Ir. Chairman, I think I ·ought to apologize 
to the committee for not reacllng the paragraph more ca1·efully. 
. Mr. EDWARDS. The gentleman did not get our goat that 
time. 
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The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Connecticut 

withdraw the pro forma amendment? 
Mr. DONOVAN. Yes. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
Crystal River, Fla. : For maintenance, $3,000. 

Mr. FREA.R. 1\Ir. Chairman, I wish to consider this l'i ver 
and the next one together, and I move at this time to strike 
out line 17. · 

The CHAIRU.A.K. The gentleman from Wisconsin offers an 
amendment, which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows : 
On page 16, amend by striking out line 17. 
Mr. FREAR. Mr. Chairman, this is a very small project, of 

course; only about the size of the Oklawaha. I call attention 
to the character of a few strea·ms among the 30 different proj
ects in Florida which are in this bill. I wish to show the char
acter of some of these projects. Crystal River is one of them, 
as is the next item, the Anclote River. 

Mr. DO NOV AN. Will the gentleman allow a question? 
Mr. FREAR. Certainly. 
Mr. DO NOV AN. The gentleman stated that this is one of 

some 30 projects in Florida. Does the gentleman -mean to infer 
that Florida has a greater number of projects in the bill than 
any other locality in the United States? 

Mr. FREAR. Oh, I do not ask anyone· to draw any infer
ence from what I say. I try to give facts from which inferences 
can be drawn. 

Mr. SPARKM.AN. I wish to say that Florida has more har
bors than any other State in the Union, unless it is New York. 
It also has more seacoast than any other State, and nearly as 
great a mileage of navigable rivers and canals as any other. 
State, only two or three others exceeding it. · 

l\fr. FREAR. I am very much pleased to be interrupted by 
the chairman of the committee. However, I will say that, out
side of two harbors, I do not know that it has any very large 
traffic, so far as the engineer's report shows, except logs. 

1\Ir. SPARKMAN. The gentleman is mistaken about that, for 
it has about 12,000,000 tons of commerce; that is to say, the 
rivers and harbors inside of the State or Florida carry, in 
round figures, 12,000,000 tons of commerce annually. 

Mr. FREAR. Is that true of the 30 projects in the bill? 
Mr. SPARKMAN. That is the annual "water-borne commerce 

of the State. 
Mr. FREAR. I will say to the gentleman, as we are passing 

the compliments backward and forward, that there is a harbor 
in my own State that bas almost four tim~s the total commerce 
of all the rivers and harbors of Florida combined. 

Mr. SPARKMAN. I would like to have the gentleman name 
that harbor. 

Mr. FREAR. Duluth and Superior, which has been com
bined by the engineers and has 46,000,000 tons. The city · of 
Milwaukee -has over 8,000,000 tons, and I can give you some. 
others having over 5,000,000 tons, for instance, Ashland. 

Mr. SPARKMAN. A great deal of that is iron ore, but it is 
very good commerce to be sure. 

Mr. FREAR. And yours is largely lumber. 
Mr. SPARKMAN. Oh, no; relatively a small part is lumber, 

besides 1 ton of commerce in Florida would buy about 15 or 
20 tons of yours. 

Mr. STAFFORD. That would not apply so far as Milwaukee 
is concerned. [Laughter.] 

Mr. MANN. It would if Milwaukee beer went to Florida. 
Mr. FREAR. I accept the statistical correction of the gen

tleman from Milwaukee. 
Crystal River has had an appropriation of $34,000 thus far. 

On July l, 1914, the balance on hand was $4,000. Nothing was 
spent in 1913, so that a balance presumably is still on hand for 
this little stream. 
· .According to the engineer's report the project was completed 
at 6 feet in 1902. It is a short, 9-mile creek to Crystal. The 
commerce in 1913 on this important waterway amounted for 
all purposes to 1,240 tons, about 3 tons a day going one way, or 
4 tons at the outside. It has no regular steamers. The trade 
ca::ried on by water amounts to 2 per cent of the total trade. 
No · effect on freight rates. It is entirely used by private 
launches according to the statement of the engineer. 

I move to strike out the appropriation. 
· Mr. SPARKMAN. Just one moment, l\Ir. Chairman. Wher
ever there is a dimini bing commerce it always ath·acts my 
attention, as it should that of anyone. .Any person who wishes 
to act intelligently on a river and harbor bill should seek to 
·understand the growth and fluctuations of water-borne com
merce. 

-- ..... ' 

Now, the commerce on Crystal River has fallen off, but it is 
because of the fact that for the last three or four years tl.le 
engineers have not recommended enough money to keep lhat 
channel open. At one time we had 6 feet of water. That was 
brought about by the expenditure of about $30,000, and not 
$80,000, as I am told a newspaper in New York stated the other 
day. When that $30,000 was expended it resulted in a channel 
with a depth, I think, of 6 feet of water. 

Mr. SAJ\fUEL W. S:~HTH. Mr. Chairman, will the gentlcm:m 
yield? · 

Mr. SP ARK~L<\.N. Ju t one moment. Then the commerce 
began to increase. In 1907 it was 7,888- tons and in 1908 it went 
up to 48,000 tons. In 1909 it dropped to 33,000 tons. and tllen 
continued to fall off gradually, because the channel was not 
kept open, and last year it was down to the tonnage the gentle
man has just mentioned. 

Mr. FREAR. May I ask the gentleman a question? 
Mr. SPARKMAN. Just one moment. I ha\e no doubt that 

when this money is expendeu and the channel is reopene::l to a. 
proper depth commerce will increase therein, because while 
the stream is only 9 miles in length, it is an important water
way and carries at all times \ery importa nt commerce. I want 
to say again to this House that in that section of Florida where 
the country has not reached its full growth it is not falling 
back, but still growing and developing commerce, both by rail 
and water-is increasing rapidly and not diminishing. Wher
ever there is a falling off in the case of any harbor or ri\er it 
can safely be attributed to the fact either that the waterwa y is 
not sufficiently commodious or that the commerce sta t is tics 
have not been properly gathered. 

Mr. SAMUEL W. SMITH. Mr. Chairman, will the gentle
man yield now? 

Mr. SPARKMAN. Yes. 
Mr. SAMUEL W. SMITH. How much more coast line has 

Florida than 1\fichigan? 
Mr. SPARKMAN. I could not tell, but I think about twice 

as much. I may be mistaken, but I fancy not. 
The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the amend-

ment offered by the gentleman from Wisconsin. 
The question was taken, and the amendment was rejected. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
Anclote River, Fla.: For maintenance, $5,000. 

Mr. FREAR. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out line 18. 
The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment. 
The Clerk read as follows : 
Page 16, strike out line 18. 
Mr. FREAR. Mr. Chairman, I do not offer this for the pur

pose of needlessly repeating in reference to small projects. It 
occurs to me that in this project is to be found a full explana
tion of the arglllllent just made in reference to the large amount 
of traffic which occurs at certain times upon some of these small 
streams. 

Mr. DO NOV Al~. Mr. Chairman, I make the point of order 
that the committee is not in order. We are entitled to hear 
what the gentleman ha~ to say, and the members of the com
mittee are keeping up a continual humdrum conversation, 
without any regard to propriety or decency in conducting de
bate in this House. 

The CHAIR~Llli. The committee will be in order. 
1\fr. FREAR. Mr. Chairman, I desire to say that I had not 

observed it with the members of the committee. They cer
tainly owe no explanation or apology to me, for I think they 
have been \ery courteous, so far as I have noticed, and I appre
ciate it very much. On this project I believe is to be found a 
complete answer to the statement of the gentleman from Florida 
with reference to Crystal River. Referring to the engineer's 
report, on page 627, we find that it is a project for a 4-foot 
channel begun in 1809. We have expended upon it $56,500, and 
now we are asked for $5,000 more. The project has been com
pleted . . The commerce upon this stream, which apparently is 
much like that of Crystal River, amotmteu to 22,730 tons. That 
is quite a large commerce; but logs and timber amounted to 
21,100 tons, which is practically all of it. There were only 
1,630 tons of other commerce. '.rhe commerce decreased 33 per 
cent from the preceding ye.ar-from 1912-according to the en
gineer's report, at page 627. There are no regular steamers in 
the trade, and one boat was abandoned, due to railroad rates, 
according to page 2126 of the engineer's report. In a case 
where the railroads had driven out all of the commerce and the 
only boat line has been taken off, it occurs to me that we ought 
to think twice before making an appropriation. 

Mr . .EDWARDS. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. FREAR. Yes. . 
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Mr. EDWARDS. Does the gentleman notice that the value off in the commerce. On the contrary, I am sure it is increasing 
of that commerce to which he refers is $1,381,700? all the while. 

Mr. FREAR. That is, including the timber? · Mr. EDWARDS. Mr. Chairman, just a few words. Now, the 
Mr. EDWARDS. Regardless of what it is, it is commerce gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. FREAR], whether intentionally 

and is .of that value. Whether it is iron ore or logs, it is com- or unintentionally-and I think intentionally-has left the im
merce found there. Of course, if it was iron ore it would make pression upon the minds of the Members of this House that the 
a very great difference in the gentleman's opinion, but they do only commerce that floats upon that strea.m-Anclote River-
not find much of that in Florida. consists of a few logs--

.Mr. FREAR. If the gentleman is making an argument, I Mr. FREAR. I gave the statistics of the full amount. 
want my time extended in order to reply to ft. Mr. EDWARDS. Let us see if the gentleman did. The gen-

Mr. EDWARDS. The gentleman noticed also that there are tleman did not mention fish as an item of commerce. 
200 launches and yachts on that stream. Does he not know Mr. FREAR. I gave 1,600 tons. 
that on these small rivers where there are no railroads in the 1\Ir: EDWARDS. There are 800 barrels of :fish carried over 
vicinity, as is the case here, the peeple have to rely largely on that stream, and there were 1,500,000 feet b. m. of lumber. The 
launches for carrying of their freight, which is not taken into gentleman did not mention merchandise, and tll.ere are 1,000 
account in compiling the tonnage in the reports? tons of merchandise carried over it. The gentleman did not 

Mr. FREAR. Let me say to the gentleman that if he is mention sponges, valued at $1,210,000, that· go over this river. 
· acquainted with the methods of logging he will know that .I}.Ot He merely pointed out the item of logs and said that that prac
more than 4 feet is ordinarily required to float logs. That is the tically was all that goes over the stream. The logs amount in 
character of commerce floated on that stream. As a member value to onlY. $45,000, while the whole commerce of this river 
of the committee the gentleman ought to know these facts. If amounts to $1,381,700. 
the gentleman will only glance at the preceding item in regard I want to say to the gentleman from Wisconsin that if he is 
to Crystal River, he will find that only 2 per cent of the com- going to enlighten the country he ought to deal fairly with 
merce was carried on the Crystal River last year. this Hou. e and with the country, and when he undertakes to 

Mr. EDWARDS. But we are discussing the Anclote River attack a stream he ought to give the commerce of it and point 
now. out what constitutes the commerce. Now, the sponge item 

1\Ir. FREAR. I am discussing the other to show the character alone in value is 1,210,000. Gentlemen of the House, the 
of it. item that is carried in this bill for this particular project is 

i\fr. CALLAWAY. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? only $5,000, and is for the maintenance of the stream, and yet 
1\fr. FREAR. Certainly. the gentleman tells you in effect this is a great blot upon the 
Mr. CALLAWAY. Is it not a fact that this log commerce re- country because we appropriate 5,000 to maintain this stream, 

ferred to is not regularly carried on on the streams, but that that has over a million dollars' worth of commerce on it. 
these logs are cut and prepared and floated down on the rise 1\fr. DONOVAN. Will the gentleman allow a. que tion? 
in rafts? Mr. EDWARDS. Certainly. 

Mr. FREAR. I assume that is so. That is the case in most 1\Ir. DONOV Al'1". Does not the census report for 1909 show 
places. that Florida is the forty-fifth State in the Union in point of 

Mr. CALLAWAY. And does not the gentleman know that is commerce? I ask the gentleman . that que tion. . 
the way they raft timber and float it down the stream to the 1\lr. SPARKMA.l'1". It shows nothing of the kind. It shows it 
sawmills, that they catch them in booms, and that it is not is about the twelfth or thirteenth in point of tonnage. 
necessary at all to have any expenditure to carry on this kind 1\Ir. DONOVAN. That would be important testimony. 
of commerce? 1\Ir. EDWARDS. I am not advised as to that, but I am quite 

l\lr. FREAR. I will answer the gentleman by saying that confident that i not true. Now, Mr. Chairman and gentlemen, 
we have just taken 3,000 snags and old stumps out of the last I think it is ridiculollS'for a 1\lember of this House to sta.nu up 
place, and that is strong evidence of a sawmill. Those obstruc- here and criticize an item of this kind-$5,000 for maintenance 
tions are left usually for the Government to clear up. of a stream that carries over a million dollars' worth of l'Om-

1\lr. CALLAWAY. Is it not a fact that a lot of this com- merce-and want to crucify the committee becau e we haye 
merce is simply the gravel and sand and stuff they float up and carlied that item in the bill and I think it is but fair to the 
down the river to improve the ~·iver, to make these locks and House when an item of this kind is attacked by a Member that 
dams and things of that kind, and that they report that as he should give the House the whole truth and not have the 
commerce on the river? House labor under a misapprehen ion in reference to it. 

1\lr. FREAR. There is no question about that on some of the 1\Ir. DIES. Will the gentleman yield for a que tion? 
other streams. The engineers say so in many cases. Mr. EDWARDS. I will. 

1\Ir. CALLA WAY. From the information that the committee Mr. DIES. That is about 20 cents a ton, I take it, for main-
gives as to this claim, is it possible for any man who has not "taining that stream. That is a very low average for maintain
made a. study of it to give any legitimate, reasonable, intelll- ing the waterways of the country, whether ports or riyers, with 
gent thought to it from the facts that they give as to ·whether regard to the amount per ton required for maintenance, is it 
or not the projects ought to be continued or discontinued? not? 

1\fr. FREAR. I leave that for the chairman of the committee, 1\Ir. EDW A.RDS. I can not say as to that, but I think it is 
who is about to rise. true. 

1\lr. SPARKl"\fAN. Mr. Chairman, just a word. It is true Mr. DIES. Does the gentleman from Georgia under tand that 
some of the commerce going over that river is lumber, but that the gentleman from Wisconsin would abandon all of tlle e 
is not all produced there. The most of it is shipped there by streams and ports by cutting off the appropriations for their 
water from other places where there are sawmills and is maintenance? 
carried up the river mainly for use in the construction of Mr. EDWARDS. I am persuaded to believe he would nban
hou es. The town of Ta1·pon Springs, which i.s very near the don everything except those in Wisconsin. Wi cousin has 
river-in fact, extends to the river-is quite a flourishing town . drawn from the National Treasury, down to 1913, the sum of 
and u~ es a great deal of building material, hence the large $16,220 390.90, practically everything in Wiscon in completed, 
tonnage of lumber on the river. In addition to that it is an and that does not include the Soo, that required something like 
tmportant harbor of refuge for ve sels in .that section of th~ $50,000,000, and now, Wisconsin having been taken care of, tile 
country, a great many small vessels going in there for shelter rest of the States must go begging before the country to have 
in stormy weather. Very large· vessels can not go in there, but their commerce developed and taken care of. 
small craft, :fi hing smacks, and sponging vessels go in, and 1\lr. DIES. Now that the gentleman is reminded of this 
some good-sized vessels. And I may say in pa sing this is the perfidious way of getting money from the Trea ury anrl the 
greate t sponge center in the United States, Key West being needs of his State have been supplied, probably he will intro
the next. Nearly all sponges now taken in American waters duce a bill to return to the Government every dollar which has 
are gathered in that vicinity and carried to Tarpon Springs, up been so extracted. 
this Tery river, where they are cured and dried and sent thence Mr. EDWARDS. I . would hardly think so; but we will wait 
to all parts of the> country; some to foreign countries. There and see. 
are likewise some fish carried in there from up and down the 1\Ir. SPARKMAN. Just one word more. I want to answer 
coast and shipped to other parts of the country. I have not had the gentleman from Connecticut. He st...'l.ted a moment ago, in
time to investigate as to why the commerce fell off last year, but terrogatively to be sure, but it was a statement neverthele , 
I may say that it should not have fallen off, as it is a rapidly that Florida was the forty-fifth State of the Union in its com
gr·owing town; one of the most flourishing and progressive towns merce. I said offhand that it was the fourteenth. I find it is 
in the country, and I take it that there bas been no real falling the thirteenth, and has twice as much commerce as the State 



1915 .. . CONGRESSIONAL RECORD-· HOUSE.· 1107'· 
of Connecticut. Florida, for instance, has about 12.000,000· tons 
of commerce annually, while his State has about 6,000,000 tons. 
[Applause.] 

.Mr. DOXOV AN. Mr_ Chairman, will the gentleman allow an 
interruption? 

Mr. SPARKUA.~~. Certainly. 
l\lr. DO:XOV Al'I. There is one thing sure, that Florida bas 

several times as many finger in the Treasury of the United 
State as Connecticut. There is no doubt about that. But if 
he wants to quote from th£: census, let him tell us the page and 
line on which be finds it. I ask the question of the gentleman. 
He as umes so much knowledge, and, of course, if he has so 
much knowledge, he can answer. I d.ld not make the assertion. 
It was interrogatory on my part. The gentleman can state 
truly, and without fear of contradiction, that when it comes to 
putting fingers in the Treasury Florida has got Connecticut · 
skinned in every way. 

Mr. SPARKJIAN. I can state this a1 o, that when we came 
to cut the estimates furnished by the War Department for this 
bill, as we did, we cut 36 per cent out of tho e for Florida and 
ilid not cut one cent from those for the State of Connecticut. 
[Applause.] 

Mr. DOXOY Al'I. I su~gest Mr. Chairman, if I am a1lowed, 
that nothing is o pleasing as the applause of the committee 
when · one of the Members has something to say. [Applause.] 
The committee i in tronble on account of their system of doing 
busine . There is hardl8' a Member of this House who can 
vote on a single item o:f this bill intelligently. I am having 
trouble to get information. I go to the committee, go to the 
clerk, and it is not given to me. Now, the gentleman comes 
in here, and he is in a serious- di turbance of mind because a 
query is propounded. But the applause of the committee is 
music to his ears. It is always pleasing to gentlemen who are 
dividing the swag to have our as-sociates sustain us. 

Mr. SPARK~~. The House is very apt to applaud the 
truth. 

Mr. CALLAWAY. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the 
last word. The gentleman from Texas [.Mr.. DIES] jumps on the 
gentleman from Wisconsin [l\Ir. FREAR], and asks him if he 
thinks 20 cents per ton expenditure on a river proposition is 
exce sh·e. 'l'he actual cost of canying a. ton a mile on a rail
road, I belieYe, is between 6 and 7 mills. The gentleman from 
'l'exas [Mr. DIEs] does not think the gentlern.a.n from Wiscon
sin ought to jump on this project when it does ._not cost OYer 
20 cents a ton for what goes over the route. How far would 
20 cents at 7 mills a ton-mile carry· freight? 

Mr. FREAR. Will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. CALLAWAY (continuing). At 20 cents per ton, it 

would carry it 2 5 miles. 
.1\Ir. FREAR. I want to assure the· gentleman that his basis 

of computation is entirely wrong, because that freight is cost
ing the Government to-day at the rate of $3 per ton, as I pro
pose to show, after counting the floating logs out. 

.1\Ir. CALLA WAY. I am not taking that. I am taking the 
gentleman's own figures. Twenty cents a ton-mile, the cost 
of carrying it by rail, would carry every ton on this stream 2 5 
miles. I guarantee-and the gentleman from Texas will not 
contradict or que tion that ·statement-that the freight on that 
stream is not carried 285 miles for every ton, or one-tenth that 
far. 

l\Ir. CULLOP. Will the gentleman permit an interruption 
there? 

Mr. CALLA WAY. If you will calculate the tons that are 
carried per mile on this stream and see how far actually each 
ton is carried, you will find that instead of it costing 7 mills 
a ton-mile, what it costs the railroads of the country, that the 
Government is paying out ten times 7 mills a ton-mile, or 
70 mills a ton, for: every ton of freight that is carried on that 
project. And you object to criticism of a proposition like that. 

Mr. CULLOP. Will the gentleman permit an interrui?tion 
there? · 
. Mr. CALLA. W.AY. Yes. 

Mr. CULLOP. The owner does not pay this 20 cents a 
ton for the carrying of freight. It is the Government's gift for 
preparing the way to carry the freight. 

Mr. DIES. l\Ir. Chairman, I had occasion to remark last 
ev~ning that all the revenues of the Government are now going 
to pay pensions and provide for the wars of the past and the 
p1;esent. I can readily understand what moves the bowels 
of wrath of my friend to my right :from Indiana [Mr. CULLOP], 
but I am puzzled about my colleague from Texas [l\Ir. CAL
LAWAY]. My friend from Indiana wants to save a little on 
commerce in order to saYe the pension appropriation, but where. 
does the trouble of my friend from Texas come in 1 

Mr. CALLAWAY. It comes in when I see the Treasury 
looted either by these river and harbor raiders or by the pen
sion raiders, the Army and Navy raiders, and the gentleman 
from Texas will not dispute that my course has hP.en consistent 
every time this body bas tried to raid the TTeasury for pen· 
sions, for the Army, for the Navy, or any other of these out~ 
rages that are parceled ont like tl1is is parceled out. 

Mr. DIES. Now, Mr. Chairman, I am ready to concene that 
my friend has objected to a great part of the 76 cents on the 
dollar of the entire money that is appropriated, and that goes 
to support war past and present, but does he not think in view 
of the fact that the e pensions are saddled upon us and this 
gi:eat war preparation is saddled upon us that we ou"'ht to let 
s-ome commerce get away from the hills and valleys of this coun
try and pass down its rivers and through its ports to the marts 
of the world in order to pay the bill? [.Applause.] 

Mr. CALLAWAY. l\1r. Chairman-
Air. DIES. Just a moment. 
Mr. CALLA. W A.Y. I want to answer the question. 
Mr. DIES. We have got to deYelop tl1is great country with 

its ~0,000,000 of people and it broad acres and pay the pensions 
of my friend from Indiana [:\lr. CULLoP], and I ask of him 
not to become impatient to get it all, but let us build np some 
business and pay what we already owe. 

Now I yield to my friend from Texas [Mr. CALLAWAY]. 
Mr. CALLAWAY. Mr. Chairman, I do not think ynu can 

make this donkey, that is already loaded to the "gunnels," 
rise and hump him elf by niling on another brick house. 

:Mr. DIES. Mr. Chairman, the truth of it is this: The out
going commerce of tl1is country is almost $2,000,000,000 a year. 
Its incoming commerce is tremendous, reaching into the hun
dreds of millions of dollars. Yet gentlemen stand here and 
talk about the river and harbor bill as being "graft," afforuing 
meat and bread for the sensational newspapers of this country. 
They do a Yast and violent injustice to ·the commerce through 
the ports an<i rivers of this country. [Applause.] Men may 
laugh at it, but it is not a laughing matter. I know 1 repre
sent a district, gentlemen. of the committee, where 12 years 
ago we tried to get aid from the Government, and men like the 
gentleman from Wisconsin [Ur. FREAR] were tben on the :floor 
of the House and laughed it to scorn, and we could not get a 
cent for that project; and. yet we built it at our own private 
co t and gave it as a gift to the GoYernment, and to-day it is 
one of the most important ports in the United States and car
ries more than 4,000,000 tons of commerce, with a value of 
almost $100,000,000. I refer to Port .Arthur, Tex. If the char
acter -of statesmanship no.w being ex12re sed by my friend from 
Wisconsin [lli. FREAR] could haYe controlled that waterway,.. 
Port Arthur would still be a cow range and the Government. 
would have saYed its means . 

I want to say, 1\Ir. Chairman, that I have great respect for 
the honesty of purpose of both the gentleman from Wisconsin 
and my colleague from Texas [llr. CALLAWAY], but I think 
they owe it to their country-and I think my friend from Wis
consin owes it to his State and my other friend and colleague 
owes it to his State and to the country-to investigate these 
propositions before they talk about them so glibly. 

Just last evening my friend was complaining of a pitifnl sum 
to be expended on three rivers that carried a burden of 300,000 
tons. How is the commerce to be carried through the arteries 
of trade, how is the country to be developed, how are we to 
carry our lumber and oil and wheat and timber and agricul
tural products and commerce in general to the sea and through 
the ports of the sea to the markets of the world, unless the 
United States Government shall carry on this work? [.Ap
plause.] While I re pect the integrity and patriotism and pur
ity of purpose of these gentlemen, I do pity their judgment. 
[Applause.] 

Mr. SWITZER. Mr. Chairman, for the enlightenment of the· 
committee I desire to say that the Government engineers

lUI~. SPARKMAN. Mr. Chairman, I want to submit a request 
for unanimous consent, that all debate on this paragraph and 
amendments thereto end in five minutes. 

Mr. FREAR. l\Ir. Chairman, I ask for five minutes. I have 
responded to three different interjections that I have had from 
the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. EDWARDS] and the gentleman 
from Texas [l\Ir. Dms]. I want to speak for fixe minutes. 

Mr. SP A.RKl\I.AN. Then make it eight minutes, .1\Ir. Chair-. 
man. 

The CHAIRl\I.AN. The gentleman from Florida [Mr. SPARK-

MAN] asks unanimous consent that the debate on this para
graph close in eight minutes. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. SWITZER. Mr. Chairman, I desire to say that there 

were 354 rivers and harbors investigated by the Government 

, 
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engineers costing $uOG,6.71,600, and on a 3 per cent investment 
the cost of traffic annually per ton-mile for improving these har
bors and streams wouJU. be 2-!tr mills per ton. The cost of main
tenance of these harbors that have been investigated, which is 
$9,248,900, amOlmts to 1-fu mills per ton-mile. The original in
Yestment at 3 per cent, so far as they have investio-ated, amounts 
to 2-rt mills per ton-mile for the tonnage carried. The main
tenance to keep them up year by year is 1-fu mills per ton-mile. 
The commerce on the rtrers and harbors I have referred· to was 
originally 276,000,000 tons-in 1D07 it was 648,026,400 tons, and 
in 1912, 722,885,400 tons-showing an increase in place of a 
decrease, so far as they have been able to investigate. I desire 
to say that these 354 projects do not include some of the greatest 
ancl largest commerce-carrying streams ancl harbors in the coun
try. [Applause.] 

.Mr. FREAR. Mr. Chairman, after the applause ceases from 
the members of the committee I would like to be heard for a 
moment. There are two or three gentlemen that I would like to 
respond to; first, the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. EDWARDS]. 

I will say to him that if anyone on this floor makes a mis
statement, either purposely or by mistake, the attention of the 
Honse ought to be called to it, and conclusions will then be 
drawn. For that reason, knowing that the gentleman is mis
taken in his statement regarding myself, I call the attention of 
the House to his quotation from myself when he .said I had 
asserted that logs were all that went over this stream. Was 
that the gentleman's quotation? 

l\Ir. EDW A.RDS. No. I said that was the impression left 
upon the Members' minds by the gentleman's statement. 

l\Ir. FREAR. That was the statement of the gentleman, as 
reported, and I leaYe it to the Reporter's notes to determine. I 
clearly stated that there was 1,600 tons oYer and above the 
timber that flo.ated down the stream. The Reporter's notes will 
so show. If not, it is a fact, nevertheless. I am sure that was 
my statement. 

Mr. EDW A.RDS. I want to state to the gentleman that I 
would not knowingly do him an injustice. 

1\Ir. FREAR. I believe not. Yesterday in all the statements 
and statistics that I offered on this floor I was ne1er corrected 
in a single instance. 

1\Ir. EDW .ARDS. The gentleman can hardly ever be corrected 
in all of them, because that is next to an impossibility. 

l\lr. FREAR. There is no dispute about the statistics I quoted 
here, because they came from the engineer's report. I do not 
desire to misrepresent in a single case. 

Now, in answer to the gentleman from T~xas [Mr. DIEs] I 
realize, too, that he has certain projects to which we are ap
proaching, and he has been very diligent in calling attention 
to my own lack of information on some things. He has done it 
\ery fairly, and I appreciate the spirit in which he has done it. 
However, in this case he suggests what is the cost of freight 
and places it at a very erroneous figure. 

This stream, according to the engineers' report, has been im
proled only 2! miles. It is a 20-mile project. Outside of the 
logs that have been floated down the stream, so far as we can 
gather from the engineers' report, it gives about 1,600 tons as 
being taken out in little boats, and so on; sixteen hundred and 
some odd tons at an expenditure of $5,000 is more than a few 
cents a ton. It amounts to over $3 a ton for 2! miles. As the 
gentleman from Indiana [l\Ir. CULLOP] says, that is what the 
Government pays to get a waterway, $3 a ton. The transpor
tation, of course, must thereafter be paid. So I am calling at
tention to what seems to be an exorbitant figure for carrying 
on that transportation, $3 a ton for an insignificant commerce. 
I believe I have done it fairly, or attempted to do so. 

1\Ir. CALLA. WAY. Will the gentleman yield? 
l\Ir. FREAR. I want to finish this thought, because I may 

not ha 1e a chance otherwise. 
The gentleman states that the question of pensions enters 

into it. Gentlemen. I truly believe we all feel that this is the 
country that we all love now, and we all stand together and 
are glad that things resulted as they did. The men of the North 
went tlown to Texas and did what they could to keep Texas in 
this Go1ernment, whether right or wrong. We are living under 
that Government now. Those men are old now. I ha1e intro
duced ~everal pension bills. I have been before the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions only once, and that was when I was called 
before the committee. I think I have introduced six or seven 
bills and perhaps more. In any e1ent, those bills went before 
tllis gentleman who sits here at my side, Gen. SHERwooD, one of 
tile leading Democrats of this House, one of the ablest men in 
the House, one of-the most patriotic men in the House, and I 
ha1e left it to his judgment and the judgment of his commit· 
tee entirely as to the merits of those propositions. I believe he 

would not permit a pension bill to go through that was not a 
just one, and of course each case has to go through the board 
down at the Pension Bureau for a report. 

1\Ir. DIES. The gentleman is constantly moving to strike out 
appropriations for the maintenance of ri1ers and harbors. Is 
the gentleman sincere about that? 

l\Ir. FRE.ill. Oh, yes. 
l\Ir. DIES. Would the gentleman have the Government cease 

to maintain our waterways? 
1\fr . .L'REAR. I would not have the Government cease to 

maintain any reputable waterway. I have said that repeatedly 
and I reiterate it. 

1\fr. DIES. ·what I say about pensions is that we want you to 
let us do a little busine s so that we can make the money to 
pay them . 
· 1\Ir. FREllR. I do not think it is a question of rubbing one 
shoulder again t another. It seems to- me we should legislate 
on broauer grounds, and base our action ou the necessity of 
the Government ancl the requirements of navigation. For that 
reason I would urge that anything worthy ought to be cared 
for. :aut I do not accept the judgment of a committee that is 
compelled to sit here and be buffeted around from one Member 
to another who has projects to put through. The poor chair
man of this committee has been made a martyr, as we well 
know, just by the constant urging of various communities. We 
have had an e"\idence of that here upon the floor. The gentle
man from Texas [Mr. Dms] speaks a,bout appropriations. His 
State, as I remember, has had $22,000,000 represented in the 
projects here, and that does not include Galveston Harbor, 
which I think has had something over $12,000,000, making over 
$34,000,000. Kow I yield to the gentleman from Texas. 

The CHA.IR:\IAl~. The time of the gentleman has expired. 
All time has expired. The question is on the amendment of the 
gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. FREAR]. 

The amendment was rejected. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
Removing the water hyacinth, Florida, Alabama, Mississippi, Loui

siana, and Texas: For the removal of the water hyacinth from the 
navigable waters in the States of Florida, Alal>ama, Mississippi, Loni
siana, and Texas, so far as it is or may become an obstruction to 
navigation, $25,000. - , 

l\Ir. DUPitE. l\lr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last 
word for the purpose of asking the chairman of the committee, 
whose attention I will appreciate, whether the amount appro
priated in th1s section responds to the request made by the 
department on the subject? 

Mr. SP A.RKl\fAN. It does; exactly. 
l\lr. DUPRJ!J. I want to ask him if it is not true that an 

additional State has been proYided for in this · appropriation 
without any increase in the amount? 

.Mr. SP A.RKMAN. Does the gentleman mean Alabama? 
Mr. DUPRE. Mississippi. 
Mr. SP .ARKi\IAN. There was one State added; yes. 
l\Ir. DUPRE. And yet the same amount is appropriated, to 

be apportioned to five States instead of four. 
l\lr. SP ARKl\IA.N. The assistant to the Chief of Engineers 

told our committee that that amount would be enough for all 
of them. 

Mr. DUPRE. I am glad to be told that, so that I may be 
able to inform the local engineer that we have been assured 
by the War Department that the amount appropriated here 
would be enough. In response to my numerous requests for a 
dredge to clear the rivers of the water hyacinths his reply is 
always either that the dredge is somewhere else or that there 
is not a sufficient amount of money for that purpose. May I 
ask how many dredges there are available for this purpose! 

.Mr. SPARKMAN. I can not tell that. They are not using 
many dredges in FJorilla for that purpose. 

l\lr. DUPRE. I know that they are using them in Louisill.Jla, 
and when the demand is made for a dredge it is always some
where else, or there is no money a1ailable. Some other State 
has used the proportion of money that ought to have gone to 
Louisiana. 

1\Ir. SP A.RK1\I~~. Dredges are used but 1ery little, if at 
all, in Florida for that purpose. 

Mr. DUPRE. I hope the gentleman will allow me to use all 
the money in my own district. because all the hyacinths in the 
country seem to congregate there. Sometimes it gets so thick 
in a stream that even a heavyweight like the gentleman from 
Wisconsin [Mr. FREAR] could walk across it with perfect im
punity. 

l\Ir. SPARKMA.l~. I have uo doubt the gentleman would 
like to see it all used in his State, but we are going to leave 
that to the engineers. 
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1\lr. HARRISON. I should not like to see the gentleman 

1Jse it all in his district. I have some hyacinths in my district. 
Mr. DUPRE. I notice that Mississippi is included in this 

paragraph. I hope there will be enough to go around, now that 
I am :1. sured Florida will not need any of it. · 

Mr. SP .d..RK~IAN. I did not say that. 
Mr. HARRISON. I hope .that l\Iississippi may be able to 

ha1e some of it. 
~Ir. SPARKl\IAN. Mr; Chairman, the report of the engineer 

will show that 1ery little is expended for hyacinths in Florida. 
l\Ir. CALLA WAY. Mr. Chairmnn, I know very little about 

hyacinth, for there is none of it in the part of Texas where 
I lh·e. It appears to me that this would be equivalent to 
mnking appropriations to remove hogweed from the public 
highway. The idea of weeds growing up and stopping traffic 
in a stream seems ridiculous to me. The idea of a great 
commercial highway and weeds growing up in it to stop the 
traffic, and we have got to have an appropriation to get the. 
weeds out of ,it. 

I do not know about these things, but from my knowledge of 
weeds I never saw them grow up where there was any amount 
of traffic or commerce. If there is anything growing along 
there. it looks like it would be a disturbance, and it would not 
be necessary to appropriate $25.000 to clean the weeds out of 

is a plant which propagates rapidly. - It has quite a short 
root, and vessels can go through it without difficulty. The 
water hyacii:J.th, _which also propagates very rapidly, has a very 
long root, and the people at the canal, after full investigation of 
the subject, still, possibly, not knowing as inuch about it as doel!! 
the distinguished gentleman from Texas, wherever a water hya
cinth makes its appearance on any of those waters proceed at 
once to put it out of business, because they know, if ~e gentle
man from Texas does not know, that if the channel of the canal 
becomes filled with water hyacinth the most powerful boat will 
become so entangled in it with its propeller that it will not be 
able to proceed. Of course, such observations or information . 
will have no effect on the distinguished gentleman from Texas, 
who fights the hardest when he knows the least. . . · 

The CHAIR~l.AN. The question is on the amendment offered 
by the gentleman from Wisconsin. 

The question was taken, and the amendment was rejected. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
Blackwater River, Fla.: Completing improvement, $5,000. 

• I 

[Mr. DONOVAN addressed the committee. See Appendix.] 

· ThB CH.A.iRMAN. The point of order is well taken. Without 
objection, the pro forma amendment will be withdrawn. and 

. the Clerk wil1 read. 
a great commercial hiahway that was necessary to furnish · 
money for pensions, and so forth. 1 Channel from Apalachicola River to St. Andrews Bay, Flu.: For 

The Clerk read as follows: 

~I SP .A.llKM.AN It t l\1 Ch · f maintenance, $10,000; and the Secretary of War is hereby authorized r. · was no necessary, r. airman, or to pay to the treasurer of Calhoun County, Fla., out of any funds here-
the gentleman to inform the House that he did not know 1 tofore appropriated for improving channel from Apalachicola River to 
anytQ.ing abo.ut hyacinths, for his remarks demonstrate that :St. Andrews Bay, the sum of $400 as full compensation for damage. 
fact. If he did, he would not be making this speech. 1 done public highways of said county at points where the adopted line 

·of said channel intersects said highways. -
Mr. DUPRE. Will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. CALLA WAY. Yes. Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, I resetTe the point of order on 

, the paragraph. I make the point of order on that portion o:t 
: the paragraph following the figures "$10,000." Mr. DUPRE. Is not the gentleman confusing hyacinths with 

cactus? ' 
Mr. CALLA WAY. No; cactus does not grow in the highway . 

Hogweed does not grow in the highway, but hogweed and cactus 
and hyacinths will come up when there is no traffic there to 
keep it dowp. Yo~1 have got to have some one go along and 
clean out the bushes and the weeds and the cactus and other 
stuff when you have nothing else to keep them out of the 
highway. 

Now, I would like to say to the gentleman from Texas who 
said that this commerce would help us pay our debts. A man 
engaged in five or six different enterprises would not add an~ 
other enterprise to it that was not a paying proposition in order 
to help him. Here is a Government loaded to the gunwa!es 
with pensions, naval expenses, Army expenditUI·es, and othe1· 
follies and now we want to add a river and harbor bill" to en
able us to n.rise and come down the turnpike nt a regular Nancy 
Hanks gait. . 

Now, the gentleman from Wisconsin said that the commerce in 
that stream instead of costing 70 mills a ton-lllile to the Gov
ernment co ts $3 a ton for 2 miles, or '$1.50 a ton-mile, to carry 
it, and tn eugage in that kind of industry is not going to help 
us pay these debts. 
· I am willing for this Government, and I want it to lay cnt 

any legitimate expenditure on ri1ers and harbors, but a legiti
mate expenditure is one that brings a dividend on the ex
penditure. That is the only kind of a legitimate expenditure 
for rivers and harbors. 

The gentleman from Ohio [Mr. SWITZER] gave a long list of 
iilcrea ed tonnage that comes into tlle rivers and harbors. The 
fight that has been made by the gentleman from Wisconsin and 
myself on the river and harbor bill shows that the tonnage had 
decrea ed on the rivers and the canals, and that there had 
been a steady decrease since 188~ We never questioned the 
tonnage of the harbors like New York, Galveston, San Franci~co, 
and Philadelphia. When he comes to these it goes to make up 
the total estimate of the tonnage on rivers and harbors. They 
do not meet the arguments as to what the tonnage is on the 
inland rh·ers and the· canals. They give the tonnage :where 
boats haye been increasing from 18 feet to 30 and 40 feet, 
carrying from 1.000 to 15,000 tons of freight. They want to 
lug that in to swell the total and defend these raids. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 
Mr. 1\IANN. l\Ir. Chairman, the gentleman from Texas [1\lr. 

CALLAWAY] makes some eloquent observations in regard to ap
propriations concerning water hyacinth. I have often noticed 
that men frequently make the most eloquent observations about 
tho e things concernin~ which they know the least. Recently 
I was at Panama on the canal. I noticed on Lake Gatun, which 
is quite a body of water, and in the stl'eams running into the 
lake also, vast fields of water lettuce and a few water hyacinth. 
The water lettuce, which, like the hyacinth, is a water plant, 

l\1r. SP ARIQIAN. .Mr. Chairman, I think the gentleman last 
. year, when the 1914 bill was before the House, made a similar 
point of order, which was either withdrawn or overruled, be
cause the bill pas~ed, as I recall, with this item in it. 

1\Ir. MANN. I offered to reserve the tJoint of order just this 
minute. I do not want to waste very much time over a $400 
item. · · 

Mr. SPARKMAN. Perhaps the gentleman does not wish to 
insist upon his point of order? 

Mr. 111Al\"'N. The point of order, I think, was not overruled. 
It certainly is a good point of order. · · 

Mr. SP ARK1\IAN. Perhaps the gentleman does not care to 
insist upon his point of order. 

Mr. l\!.ANN. With my present information, I will make the 
point of order. 

The CHAIRMAl~. Does the gentleman from· Florida desire to· 
be heard upon the point of order? 

.Mr. SPARKMAN. Mr. Chairman, if the gentleman insists 
upon it I would like to have him state the grounds of his point 
of order. I did not understand that the gentleman insisted 
upon it. 

1 Mr. MANN. This i ' a proposition to pay a claim against the 
Government, and clearly the Committee on Rivers and Harbors 
has no jurisdiction o1er that. 

Mr. SPARIL.\IAN. Mr. Chairman, we have been doing just 
that kind of thing from time to time in the river and harbor 
bills. I know that since I have been a member of this committee 
we have appropriated sums for like purposes quite a number of 
times, and it may be true that points of order were made against 
some of them, and that several of them have been adopted.. It 
is very clear from the reading of the item what it is intended 
to do. When that channel was constructed through Calhoun 
County in the western .part of Florida, it went across two high
ways, as I recall, causing damage to the county. The purpose 
of this provision is to reimburse the county for this damage. I~ 
we are authorized to dig a channel there across the highways, 
it would seem to me that we should also have authority to pay 
the county for whatever damage we may cause her. In other 
words, that where we cause damage or incur a debt in the inter
est of 11a1igation, that we should and would have the power 
and authority to discharge the debt or pay the .damage . 

.Mr. MADDEN. Mr. Chairman, I served on the Committee on · 
Ri1ers and Harbors in 1909-10, and during my membership on 
that committee the committee reported an item for the reim
bursement of tlie owners of property on the Monongahela River, 
which was destroyed as the result of a :flood that broke down 
a dam adjacent to the property. A point of order was made 
against the recommendation of The eommittee and a suggestion 
was made that the person in whose behalf the recommendation 
was made could have nothing more than a claim against tbe 
Go1ernm~nt. The then presiding officer of the Contmittee of 
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the Whole House on the state of the Union held that the point I have examined, and in reference to some of the projects I 
ot order was well taken. · The item was stricken from the bill have cousidered particular phases that are presented in the 
and it was referred to the Committee on Claims, where I pre- engineer's report, and I have such a case to present. It is not 
sume it is now pending. It is on all fours with this, and this a duplication of the .. arne character of traffic or anything of 
Is undoubtedly subject to the point of order. that kind, but it presents a different proposition entirely. I 
·. 1\fr. SPARKMAN. 1\fr. Chairman, just one moment. In the tru t the members of the Rivers and Harbors Committee will 
same bill of 1910 I find an item on page 25 in respect to the aid us in arriving at an understanding of what the engineers 
Kentucky River: mean in this case. The Choctawh'atchee Rh·er has a total ap-

, Provided !t1rthe1·, That out of the amount herein appropriated the propriation of $255,300. There was aYailable October, 1914, 
sum of $6,000 may be expended for the construction of a bridge-- $20,079, and $30,000 is asked for here. The project has been 
, Mr. DO~OVAN. Mr. Chairman, I make the point of order completed, according to the engineer's report. This is what I 

that there is no quorum in the committee, and the parlia- desire to call the attention of the committee to: "From the 
mentary procedure and our rules require that a quorum be month of the Holmes River," the engineers say, ' to the mouth 
present. · of the Choctawhatchee River, 40 miles. a channel of 4 feet ex-

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Connecticut makes ists." "This is the head of navigation," say the engineers, 
the point of no quorum. The Chair will count. [After count- page 657; and they fUrther say that there is no commerce on 
ing.] One hundred and twenty-five Members are present, a the river above the mouth of Holmes River, except for logs. 
quorum. [Applause.] Now. the commerce is given on page 2156 as 73, 77 tons, of 

Mr. SPARKMAN. Mr. Chairman, when interrupted by the which logs and timber amount to 46,841, leaving a net traffic, 
point of no quorum I was calling attention to the bill of 1910 after deducting :floatable material, of 27,03G tons. This lumber 
to which the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. MADDEN] referred. is all upon a 40-mile haul, according to the engineer's rept)rt, but 
At the bottom of page 25, and in the shape of a proviso, it says: if you will examine on page 2156, you will observe, next to the 

Provided further, That of the amcunt h&ein appropriated the sum of last column, the freight traffic. The intelligent engineer · says 
$6,000 may be expended in the construction of a bridge across Tates that the average haul is from 110 to 120 miles for all this 
Creek and restoration of the county road near Otter Creek, both of traffic. 
which items of work have been rendered necessary by construction of · 
Locks and Dams 9 and 10, Kentucky River. Now, how is that possible to occur on a 40-mile stream, which 

And in the bill of 1912 then' was a similar item: i~ the head of navigation according to his own statement? How 
For reimbursing the county of Madison, in the State of Kentucky, for can you get the per-ton mileage, as they endea\Ol'ed to do here, 

moneys expended by said county for the repair of said county roads of 110 to 120 miles for all this traffic? I ask for the purpose of 
near Otter Creek. getting information as to the accuracy of such a report. 

Of course that does not fully answer the point of ordei· in Mr. DO NOV .AN. Does the gentleman a~k that question of me? 
that the point of order was not made. It simply shows what we Mr. FREAR. No; of the chairman of the committee. 
have been doing. Mr. SP AllKMAN. I think the gentleman is mistaken about 

The CHAIRMAN. Did these items remain in the bill? the length of the river. 
Mr. SPARKMAN. I was reading from the act as approved. Mr. FREAR. I will give the gentleman the pages on which 
1\!r. STAFFORD. Might I ask the gentleman if the gentleman the information can be fonncl. 

means to cite a paragraph of a former act as a warrant that it l\Ir. SPARKMAN. Of the entire river, I think it is from 1GO 
is within the power of the committee to report an i tern in case to 160 miles. 
a point of order has not been raised? Mr. FREAR. The engineer says that no commerce exists 

.Mr. SP ARKl\fAN. No; I would not go to that extent; I was above the mouth of Holmes River except log -page 657 -and 
simply stating the manner in which we had proceeded hereto- also says: 
fore. Custom often makes law. at least in construing a rule it From the month of the Holmes River to the mouth of the Choctaw-
is always useful to know what has been· the practice under it. hatcbee River, a di tance of about 40 miles. 

Mr. DONOVAN Mr. Chairman, a p2rliamentary inquiry. l\Ir. SP.A.RK:\IAN. To be exact, the precise length of the 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. project is 162 miles. . 
Mr. DO NOV AN. Has a Member the right to demand a di vi- .1\Ir. FRE..ill. Then the engineer is mistaken in his state-

sion or tellers if there should be a dispute on account of the ment that no commerce on the river exists above the mouth of 
number present when trying to find a quorum? the Holmes River? 

'l'he CHAIRMAN. If the Chair is uncertain of the correct- 1\lr. SPARKMAN. It seems he is correct except as to the 
ness of the count, the Chair may order a count. logs. 

Mr. DO NOV AN. That question was suggested by my looking l\fr. FREAR. Except the logs. He takes all the items, and 
over the crowd here. I think there was a mistake made in if the gentleman will examine the record he will find about 20 
finding 125. of them. With the exception of one item of 90 miles, they all 

Mr. 1\IANN. The gentleman did not take the trouble to count. run from 100 to 120 miles. We have been frequently referred 
There are at least 150. 

0 to the engineers iu regard to the ton-mile--
.Mr. DOXOV AN. h, the gentleman may be a lightning cal- 1\lr. SPARKMAN. I have no explanation to make myself. 

culator, but--
1\Ir. l\IANN. WelJ, I made the count, and that is more than Probably it is a typographical ·error. I would like to read 

the gentleman from Connecticut did. something here when the gentleman has finished, or I can read 
1\fr. DONOVAN. There are a good many things I do not it now if he prefers, and I think it will satisfy the gentleman. 

make. Mr. FREA.ll. In reference to this project? 
The CHAIRMAN. The Chair counted. Mr. SPARKMAN. Yes; on the estimate. It is a report made 
1\Ir. DONOVAN. Does the Chair decide we are entitled to by the Chief of Engineers or the assistant to the chief-Col. 

tellers? Taylor-to the committee regarding that particular work. He 
The CHAIRMAN. If the Chair thinks tellers are necessary, says: 

the Chair will order them. [Applause.] No; a 1\leruber is not We have not had money enough there to properly snag the river, and 
entitled to call for tellers. all of the money that has been appropriated for several years has been 

expended on the lower river. 
l\Ir. DONOVAN. Has he a right to have a division? 
The CHAIRMAN. No; the Chair thinks not. The Chair is That is the part where navigation now exists; and I want to 

in doubt as to the point of otder made by the gentleman from say that I personal)y know something of this river. It is not 
lllinois, as to what the proper decision is, and, if. there is no in the district I nQw represent. I did represent it years ago, 
objection, the Chair would lil\:e to pass that over for a. short but Florida has grown so that west Florida, in which this 
time. stream is located, is outside of my district. When I knew it 

There was no objection. there was quite a traffic above the point where it is said to exist 
The Clerk read as fo1l9ws: now. I have seen steamboats running up beyond the point 
Choctawhatchee River, Fla. and .Ala.: For maintenance of improve

ment, including Cypress Top Outlet, $30,000, 

1\lr. FREAR. Mr. Chairman, I moYe to strike out the para
graph. I desire to say, in this connection, 1\Ir. Chairman, I 
have endeavored to present in these projects different kinds of 
propositions, so far as possible. The gentleman from Florida. 
asked me a few moments ago if. sentiment controlled my soul to 
such an extent that I refused to strike out the Suwanee River. 
I had not noticed the Suwanee Ri\er, and only know it ranks 
deservedly high in the halls of fame. 1\fany of these projects 

which they say is the head of steamboat navigation now. Col. 
Taylor says further: 

Lately they have attempted to establish a steamboat line on the 
upper river, and we have been unable, on account of a scarcity of 
money, to do the work which ought to have been done and which they 
now say they will make use of on the upper river. All the balance there 
is the money that was allotted from the 1914 act. Work has been 
stopped there for some time. We have not bad money enough to extend 
the work up as far as it should have been done. His estimate calls for 
dredging at the mouth of Cypress Top Outlet, 10,000; snagging between 
the mouth and Geneva, 40,000 ; total, $50,000; less balance available, 
$20,00.0, leaves 30,000 to be provided. 
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.Now, this project ·extends np into the State of Alabama, and, 
ns I have just said, there was an important commerce on that 
river years ago, and by reason of the fact that the stream was 
permitted to deteriorate the steamboat navigation has stopped. 
They want to restore ·u, and that is the purpose of this 
appropriation. 
· Mr. FREAR. I desire to read those portions of the engi

neers report which have been given to us. This is the infor
mation that comes to the committee and to the House. He 
says, on page 657 : 

The total amount expended on all projects to the end of the fiscal 
year 1914 was $233,128.92. 

1.'be project bas been completed, and the additional work required is 
for maintenance. 
Th~n reading down below : 
The actual head of navigation for regular traffic on June 30, 1914, 

was the mouth of Holmes Hiver. 
Variation in water surface from 0 at mean low water to 28 feet at 

upper limit of the project. 
There is no commerce on the river above the mouth of Holmes River 

with the possible exception of a small movement of logs. Below this 
point there is a large commerce in logs and hewn timbers, and several 
steamers ply between Pensacola and Vernon on the Holmes River. 

I gave the amount of commerce shown by the report. The 
question I desire to call the committee's attention to at this 
time is, Why does the engineer, on page 156, give the average 
haul and distance freight carried? Does he do so in order to 
ascertain the rate per ton-mile, and how does he reach from 
100 to 120 miles, when, as a matter of fact, he says right in the 
same connection it is only 40 miles? All mh;cellaneous traffic 
runs only 40- miles, according to his statement, and yet he puts 
it 120 miles. What I ask the chairman is. Can we rely on the 
engineer's report in regard to the amount of traffic? 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Wisconsin 
has expired. 

Mr. FREAR. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent for 
two -minutes more. 

Mr. EDWARDS. Mr. Chairman, reserving the right to ob
ject-I am not going to object at this time, but I will object to 
any further extension. We have been .on this bill very nearly 
a week, and time is valuable in this Congress. There has been 
a vaudeville performance against this bill going on for some 
time. 

Mr. DONOVAN. Mr. Chairman, a point of order. 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. 
l\Ir. DO NOV Al~. The gentleman from Georgia is not talking 

to the point of order. He can not take the floor OI! a subter
fuge and talk about extraneous matters. 

!Ill·. EDWARDS. The gentleman is mistaken as usual. 
Tile CHAIRMAN. The committee will be in order. The 

question is on the reqnest of the gentleman from Wisconsin 
for two minutes -more. Is there objection? [Af.;er a pause.] 
The Chair hears none. 

l\Ir. FREAR. 1\lr. Chairman. it occurs to me to be a remark
able spectacle that in the $34,000,000 bill that hns been discussed 
less than two entire days, we should be criticized for inquiring 
as to facts. We are entitled to know the truth as to items 
like this in which engineers have made a wrong statement. I 
can not believe it was dc,ne pprposely. I say it is a remark
able thing that we ~an not acquire information and are chal
lenged as to our right of inquiry. I do not believe the· gen. 
tleman from Georgia is going to insist upon · that course of 
conduct. At least he will surely not · expedite matters by so 
doing. I have found many cases in which the engineers failed 
to giYe satisfactbry responses in regard to the amount of com
merce, but if there is no explanation to be offered, of course, 
that is all I can ask in regard to it. I think, in view of the 
situation, that paragraph ought to be stricken out. 

Mr. SPARKMAN. Mr. Chairman, I do not think frat should 
be done by any means. I can not at this moment explain what 
the gentleman thinks is a discrepancy between the two state
ments. Possibly the gentleman from Alabnm&. [Mr. 1\IULKEY], 
whose constituents are interested in the po:-tion of the stream 
in Alabama and also in that part in Florid9.. can explain. 

llr. FREAR. I did not want to make him responsible for 
the engineer's act, because I do not think the engineer himself 
can explain. 

Mr. MULKEY. Will the gentleman yield? 
1\lr. FREAR. Yes. 
1\Ir. MULKEY. I think the statement of the gentleman 

should not go unchallenged as to this particular river. I hap
pen to live at the bead of navigation on the Choctawhatchee, in 
the town 'of Geneva." And the river from that point to the bay 
is 120 miles in length. I happen to go up and down the river 
twice a year in a gasoline launch. If the gentleman would go 
down there and take one of those fishing . trips with me and 
encounter the snags and the timber and the rocks, as we do, 

-

and have to go overboard occasionally, he would not · only be 
willing to give us this appropriation, but he would be wilHng 
to augment it. 

Now, there is a large class of people below me for 30 or 40 
miles who practically have no market. The country is filling 
up. The lack of market is due to the fact that we can not get 
transportation on the river by which their wants as to mer
chandise can be supplied, and through which they could get 
their commodities to market. The upper portion of the ri \"er 
has been navigable for years. Steamboats ran regularly from 
Pensacola to Geneva for a numbeP- of years, and ought to run 
now in the interests of the people and the merchants. The navi
gable portion of the river is 120 miles L length. I know that to 
be true. I wish to disabuse the mind of the gentleman to the 
effect that it is only 46 miles. ·I wish to state that the appro· 
priation for this object is absolutely worthy, but inadequate. 
Thirty thousand dollars, I believe, is the amount. I hope the 
gentleman will not insist upon his opposition to it, and I feel 
that if he knew the facts as I do he would not. [Applause.] 

The CHAIRl\I.AN. The question is on agreeing to the amend
ment. 

The question was taken, and the Chairman announced that 
the noes seemed to have it. 

1\fr. DONOVAN. Mr. Chairman, a division. 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Corinecticut calls for 

a division. -
The committee divided; and there were-ayes 7, noes 57. 
So . the amendment was rejected. 
l\Ir. DO NOV AN. Mr. Chairman, I did not hear the result. 
The CHAIRMAN. The ayes were 7 and the noes were 57. 
Mr. DONOVAN. .Mr. Chairman, I make the point of order 

that there is no quorum present. 
The CHAIRl\I.AN. The gentleman from Connecticut makes 

the point of no quorum. The Chair will count. 
1\Ir. DONOVAN. Mr. Chairman, I withdraw my point of no 

quorum. The body can proceed to business. · 
The CHAIRl\:IAN. The gentleman from Connecticut withdraws 

the point of no quorum. The Clerk will read. 
The Clerk read as follows : · 
Alabama River, Ala.: Continuing improvement and for_ maintenanct>. 

including the, Alabama and Coosa Rivers between Montgomery and 
Wetumpka, $125,000. _ 

1\fr. FREAR. l\Ir. Chairman, I move to strike out the para
graph. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment 
offered by the gentleman from Wisconsin. 

The Clerk read as follows : 
Page 18, strike out lines 1, 2, and 3. 
Mr. FREAR. Mr. Chairman, I would say this in respect to 

the. paragraph, that I dislike to be placed in a position of 
striking out the entire appropriation, although there may be a 
sufficient amount of money on band to take care of it. 

But I want to call attention to what has occurred on the 
Alabama River. The total appropriation has been $1,214.000 
and there was allotted last October $50,000, leaving a balance 
of $63,609. The existing project has a 4-foot depth from We
tumpka on the Coosa River. In October, 1914. the maximum 
draft to Montgomery was 2! feet. ·Between Montgomery and 
Wetumpka it was 2 feet. The variation of water was 59 feet. 
The commerce reported iS 250 000 tons ~ logs and timber rafted, 
73,000 tons ; and does not cover other timber. Snag boats re
ported trees removed, 130; logs removed, 529 ; snags removed, 
145; piles, 138; logs from banks, 137; overhanging trees clipped, 
577 ; trees trimmed, 60 ; total, 1,196. 

The point I want to make is this: On page 669 appears this 
statement: 

One of the barge lines established in 1910 has been abandoned. 
I realize the condition on that river may be sufficient ·to cause 

the abandonment of a line of boats. I will ask the chairman 
if be can give us any light on that or reason for that in view 
of the fact that there is $63,000 now available, or whatever the 
amount is, for improvement on that river? 

Mr. TAYLOR of Alabama. Mr. Chairman, I will answer the 
gentleman to this effect: If the gentleman had noticed more 
closely, he would have found that this sum of $125,000 was the 
largest amount yet appropriated for that particular project. It 
is due to the fact that it is for 15 months instead of the ordi
nary time of 12 ·months' appropriation. When the matter was 
up before the · committee we sent for the engineer, to know 
whether it could be reduced. The reply was it could. not be, 
because of the longer time to elapse before another appropria
tion could be had. 
· As to the barge.line the gentleman speaks of, I do not know 

the details of it. I did not expect such an inquiry. It did not 
strike me as important. All I knew about it was what I read 
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ca ually in a newspaper. I think th~ temporary stoppage or the 
barge line grew out of some trouble down at my end of the 
river at 1\fobile. But it did not affect the merits of this project, 
so far as I can understand. 

lUr. DE IT. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 
1\fr. TAYLOR of Alabama~ Yes:. 
1\fr. DENT. I happen to know that one of the reasons why 

this barge line was temporarily discontinued was · due to the 
fact of unusually low water for about 1'5 or 20 miles below 
1\font&omery during the particular season of the year when the 
principal produce shipped out of Montgomery-that of cotton-. 
was being handled. 

The appropriation is for the purpose of making this river 
deeper; and whenever the depth reaches a point that the line 
can be operated all the year ronnel from Montgomery, the capi
tal of the State, to Mobile, then tile merchants of Montgomery 
themselves will see that this .barge line is continued, as tfiey 
haye done heretofore. (Applause.] 

I desire to add in this connection the following item, appear
ing in the Montgomery (Ala.) Adn;~rtiser of January 15, as 
follows: 
RIVER TRAEFJC TO MOBIT,E OPE~ AGAIN-~AVIGATIO~ OF ALABaMA WILL 

BE RESUMED AT O~CE IS A~~OUNCEllENT-SCHEDULE BEGL~S TGES
DAY. 
River navigation will be resumed between Montgomery and Mobile. 

This was the text of an :mnouncement made by the transportation 
committee of the chamber of commerce yesterday afternoon. 

The ri'ver steamer America will reach the Montgomery wharf Satur
day afternoon and will leave with a full cargo early Sunday morning 
bonnd for Mobile and intcrmedi~te points. 

The regular schedule will begin next Tuesday afternoon. A river 
steamer, probably the Peerless, will reach Montgomery every Tuesday 
afternoon between 4 and 7 o'clock and will leave the next morning 
early for tbe return trip to Mobile. 

Eal'l G. Lutz has been appointed the local agent for those promot
in"' the new tiver line, and he is authority for the statement that t jis 
line is permanent. 

I c~n attention to the fact that in 1909 the city of Mont
gomery, in Its municipal capacity, established a modern wharf, 
which permits free loading and unloading at any stage· of the 
-riYer. 

The freio-ht of all descriptions on this river during the calen
dar year 1913 amounted to 153,295 short ton of the value of 
$6,141. 08. It is unnecessary to say more in behalf of this item 
of the bill. · 

- The CHAIR1lAN. The question is on agreeing to the· amend
ment offered by the gentleman from Wisconsin [l\Ir. FREAR]. 

The question was taken, and the amendment was rejected. 
l\Ir. l\IANN. Mr. Chairman, a moment ago the Chair reserved 

his decision on the point of order which I made on page 17, 
lines 11 to 18. Upon refreshing my recollection of what took 
place last year on this item, I wish to withdraw my point of 
order. 

The CHAIR~fAN. The point of order is withdru wn. 
Mr. HUl\1PHREYS of .lllississippi. Mr. Chairman, just to. 

s.uggest what was not put in the RECORD a moment ago, I desire 
to say that on the Alabama Ri_ver last year there was some
thing more than $6,000,000 of commerce'. 

The CHAIIDIAN. The Clerk will read. 
The Clerk read as follows : 
Tombigbe" River, Ala. and Miss.: For maintenance of improvement 

from the mouth to Demopolis. Ala., $54,500, and from Demopolis, 
Ala., to Walkers Bridge, Miss., $10,000; in all, $64 500. 

· 1\fr. MOORE. 1\fr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent to ex~ 
tend my remarks in the RECORD on the subject of the Chesapeake 
& Delaware Canal. I asked it yesterday, but I am inclined to 
think it was not granted. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Pennsylvania asks 
unanimous consent to extend his remarks in the RECORD on the 
subject of the Chesapeake & Delaware Canal. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 
l\Ir. MOORE. Mr. Chairman, a short time ago some question 

was rai ed with regard to the Suwanee River in Florida. I 
think the objection was based very largely upon poetic grounds. 
The Suwanee RiYer has a place in hi tory, and I hope in prac
tice it works out as well as in popular song 

Mr. DO NOV .A.N. A point of orde~ • .Mr. Chairman. 
The C~IRMAN. The gentleman will state it 
.Mr. DO.COVAN. The gentleman from Pennsylvania is not 

talking to the subject matter before us. 
Mr. MOORE. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman has no music or 

poetry in his soul. I was beginning to approach the subject 
in a perfectly parliamentary way. _ I said that reference had 
been made to the Suwanee River as a poetic stream. Evidently 
up in the gentleman's district they do not appreciate music. 

The Tombigbee River is a sti;eam which is just . as class:}c 
as the Suwanee. Ballads have been written about it, prose has 
been ~-oven about it, men have_ svoken eloq"!lently upon it,. 

swains have paddled their canoes upon it, but I have seldom 
heard anyone describe its usefulness as an artery of commerce. 
I de ired to know whether there was anyone in the !louse who 
~ould tep us just why we should spend this large sum of money, 
$64,500, upon a stream that is famous chiefly in song and 
story. 

1\Ir. DO NOV AN. Does the gentleman expect me to answer 
his question? 

Mr. l\IOORE. I had not thought of it. I usually ask a ques
tion with the expectation that some one will an wer who knows 
something about tlle subject. Therefore I would not be apt to 
ask the gentleman from Connecticut. 

1\Ir. DO~OV A..i~. Tile gentleman might at least propound his 
questions in a parliamentary way. 

1\Ir. JUOORE. I am still within my rights, l\Ir. Chairman, I 
think, speaking in my o·wn time. 

l\Ir. llADDE~. I think there is only one mnu on the floor of 
the House who understands the Tombigbee River, a nrl thn t is 
my friend from l\.Ii i sippi [~Jr. CANDLER]. I supp se be could 
an wer the gentleman. 

l\Ir. l\IODRE. Now tliat is a happy suO'gestion. TllP c-cntle
JDan from l\Iissis~ippi [l\lr. CANDLER] is n ually on the floor. I 
have been wondering whether he could tell us about this inter
esting item of the Tombigbee. 

l\IT. TAYLOR of Alabama. '.fhis is not bi part of the riYer. 
1\Ir. ADAMSON. The gentleman from Mi "i. sippi does not 

fool with the big end of the river. It is the little poetic end of 
it with whicll he is familiar. 

Mr. GOULDEN. I submit that he h.'"llows all about it, from 
one enll to the other. 

Mr. 1\IOORE. "On the Tombigee River, o bright I was 
born, in a hut made of husks of the tall yellow corn.'' I think 
that is the way it goes. Now, if the gentJe;:nan from :\Iis issippi 
.cnn not find inspiration there, · I would be glad to haYe him ex
plain the financial part of the item. 

Mr. CA.l\TDLER of l\Ii ~ is ippi. That is very ea y to do. Mr. 
Chairman. There is no question but that thi i one of the 
mo t magnificent riYers in all the world. It i known in poetry 
and ong. It has inspired poet . It would inspire anyone who 
has the milk of human kindne s in his soul. It has in pired 
the mo t beautiful poetry in all the world. 
' .Mr. MOORE. Does the gentleman fa''Ol' spending this sum 
of $64.500 on the Tombigbee RiTer? 

1\Ir. CANDLER of l\li sis ipoi. w·hy, certninly. 
Mr . .ADA.MSO.N. I hope the gentleman from Pennsylvania 

will not interrupt his own witnes . He bas brou...,.ht him out 
and he is estopped from interfering with him. 
, Mr. MOORE. I was doing it drearuingly-. iu my own time, 
,which wns more th:m the gentleman from Georgia J\ll doing, 
for he was borrowing time which belonged to me-and time is 
precious. 

Mr. AD.d..MSO.N. I made a point of order, and that did not 
come out of anybody's time. 

1\Ir. 1\IA.DDE.~.. T. I sbGuld like to ask the o-entlema·n if this 
river sleeps iii its own bed? 

Mr. FREAR. Before yielding to the gentleman from :\ri -
sis ippi I just want to state the facts and to n k_ n question 
of the gentleman from lllissi sippi, who is probably familiar 
with the river. 

The CHAIR~IAN. The Chair will reco..,.nize the gentleman 
from Wiscon~. 

1\Ir. FREAR. I am not going to strike out tllis item, bernn~e 
the appeal of the gentleman from Mi i sippi ·starts the milk 
of h oman kindness--

Mr. MOORE. A parliamentary inquiry, Mr. Cbairman. 
The CHAIR:;\IA...~. The gentleman will tate it. 
l\Ir. ~IOORE. The gentleman from Wiscon, in has jn t indi

cated that he does not intend to strili:e out this i tern. Jly p;~r
liamentary inquiry is Can the gentleman, being but a single 
Member of the House, trike out the item? 

l\lr. FREAR. I accept the correction of my friend from 
Pennsylvania. - To follow along hi line of arg-ument. I will 
state that there has been spent upon the Tombigbee River so 
far $9,901,295. 

Mr. DOi\OY .AN. Will the gentleman permit an interruption? 
l\Ir. FREAR. Yes . 
1\Ir. DO~OV.A.N. I did not hear the amount the "'entleman 

stated. 
Mr. FREAR. There has been expended on the ri yer $D,901.2U5. 
Mr. DOXOV A...~. Nearly $10,000.000. 
1\Ir. SPARKMAN. That is, on the whole y tern of rivers 

there. 
Mr. FREAR. Yes. The commerce has amounted to 64 523 

tons, including timber and stone to the amount of 4 .4D2 tons, 
leaving a balance of 16,031 tons be ides timber and stone. 
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Mr. ' l\fOORE. And the appropriation here contemplated is 
$64,500? 

Mr. FRE. R. It is $64.500. 
Mr. MOORE. On a tonnage of what? • 
Mr. FRgAR. The tonnage is 64,523, including 48,492 tons of 

timber and stone. 
Mr. 1\IOORE. 'l'hat is a good river to sing about. 
Mr. FREAR I wish to ask a question, which I am going to 

put to the gentleman from Alabama. To my mind, this is of 
much importance to the committee. The engineer's report, on 
page 600, states : · 

Such a traffic was inaugurat£d during the fiscal year by a fleet of six 
self-propelled stef'l barges, each of about 1,000 tons capacity, transport
ing coal from a point on the Black Warrior River near Gilmore, Ala., 
to New Orleans. Due to the unfinished state of the project, upon the 
approach of low water opPJ"ations bad to be abandoned, 31,865 tons 
having been shipped to N£>w OrlPans. 

I wish to ask the gentleman whom I interrupted a few mo
ments ago whether or not it has been found practicable to- un
dertake a commercial busfness upon that river with a 63-foot 
lock, with six barges, as has been stated by the engineers, who 
report that it has been abandoned? Is it possible to do that in 
the future, no matter what provisions you have made for the 
river? 

Mr. TAYLOR of Alabama . . In the judgment of the committee, 
not until the river is mnde nangable. You can not run barges 
until the riYer is made na-vigable. 

Mr. FREAR. What would 'be the probable expense? 
.Mr. TAYLOR of Alabama. Let me answer your question as 

you put it. 
~Ir. FREAR. I was going to supplement it by asking what, 

in tlle judgment of the gentleman, would be the probable ex
pense of making the ri -rer na-rigable. I am not asking tech
nically, for I could get that fTom the engineer's report, but in a 
general way? 

.Mt·. TAYLOR of Alabama. I see that the gentleman is not 
asking it technically. 

Mr. FREAR. No: because I could get that from the engi
neer's report. providing anybody knows. 

Mr. TAYLOR of AJab~\ma. The Tombigbee River, as a mat
ter of fact, not as the gentleman has it in his mind, begins ill 
t11e centrnl part of Alabama. 

l\Ir. DOXOVAN. 1\Ir. Chairman, there is no motion before 
the House at the present time. 

1\Ir. FRBAR. l\Ir. Chairman, I thought I moved to stt·ike 
out the last two words. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman is discussing the subject 
matter of the paragraph and wiU proceed. 

1\Ir. TAYLOR of Alabama. Mr. Chairman, the Tombigbee 
River starts with tl.Je name of that ri-ver from Demopolis, }lDd 
50 miles above :\Iobile it joins with the Alabama and makes th" 
Mobile Ri-ver. At Demopolis it goes northwest into the State 
of Mississippi and is called the Bigbee River. To the right and 
northeast to TuscaloosR it is called the Warrior River, and 
from Tuscaloosa up to the forks it is called the Black Warrior 
River. At the forks it is called the Mulberry and the Locust 
Forks. 

The CHAIR.MA..."N". The time of the gentleman has again ex
pired. 

1\Ir. TAYLOR of Alabama. I ask for five minutes to answer 
tl.Je gentleman's question. 

The CHAIRi\lA..l~. The gentleman will proceed. 
.1\lr. TAYLOR of Alabama. The river. in Alabama is known 

and called in its several parts from head to mouth the Black 
Warrior, the Warrior. the Tombigbee, and the Mobile. That 
is the entire teugth of that river. That is the waterway that 
has cost in the neighborhood of $9,000,000. This project will 
be finished as a canalization by the completion of the lock and 
dam at Lock 17. It is not finished to-day, but it is expected 
that it will be finished early in January. I expect to see it 
finished, at least. by the 1st of l\Iarch, 1915. 

Above Lock 17, as originally reported, there were four locks 
to be built, and in 1911 or 1912 these four locks were merged 
into one to save expense and to make better slack-water naviga
tion. This one dam was raised to 63-foot lift, making it one 
of the highest dams in the United States. That lock and dam 
haYe been pushed expeditiously by the contractor, and, I am 
informed and belieYe, will be finished in this month or by 
spring. Then there will be na1igation throughout. There never 
can be navigation to reach the Great Warrior coal fields until 
Lock 17 is completed. My information is that barges are now 
rendy to take ad-vantage of that business just as soon as this 
Jock is finished. 

It is necessary that they should have the $54,500, so the en
gineers say, and that is the lowest sum that could be safely 
appropriated at this time in this bill in order to put into opera-

-

tion the canal upon which the $9,000,000 has been expended. 
If the gentleman desires any further information, I will be glad 
to gi-re it to him. 

Mr. CA~"'DLER of Mississippi. · Mr. Chairman, my previous 
remarks were made as a preface to making later a statement in 
reference to the commerce. In response to the question of the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania, my good friend Mr. MooRE, as to 
whether I thought this appropriation was justifiable,· I will 
state I certainly do think so, as the commerce on the river as 
shown by the report was 287,034 tons, of a value of $4,925,490. 
The gentleman from Alabama [Mr. TAYLOR], who has just taken 
his seat, ga-ve a history of the improvement of the lower part 
of the riyer. The improvement on the lower part, of course, 
should be done before the improvement on the upper part, 
which will bring splendid results. There is no question about 
the commerce; there is no question about the value. We want 
the money to open it up, and we will show that it is a good 
in-restment for the United States. [Applause.] 

The CHAIRMAN. Without objection, the pro forma amend
ment wm be withdrawn and the Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows : 
Channel connecting Mobile Bay and Mississippi Sound, Ala .. : The 

$20,000 conditionally -appropriated by the river and harbor act ap
proved March 4, 1913, for improvement of said channel by way of 
~rants Pass is hereby made available for maintenance of the existing 
1mproved channel by way of Pass aux Herons. · 

Mr. DO NOV AN. 1\Ir. Chairman, I move to strike out the 
last word. This Hem looks to me as though it was a great 
deal like the proposition which was offered last night, whieh 
was not allowed. I think it was the Maryland proposition, if 
I remember rightly. All they asked was an appropriation to 
be allowed that had not been expended, that had been voted at 
some previous time. 

Mr. SAUl\~ERS. It was for Virginia. 
1\Ir. DONOVAN. Well, whatever it was. Here the commit

tee is asking that $20 000, heretofore conditionally approptiated, 
be made available for this particular channel. Is that the 
channel which it was originally appropriated for, I will ask 
some member of the committee? I do not seem to get any 
reply. 

.Mr. TAYLOR of Alaba_ma. I did not understand the gentl~
man's question. 

Mr. DO NOV A..l'{. They tell me there are twenty-odd members 
of the committee here, and I do not know whether they are 
neglecting their duty or not. 

1\Ir. TA.YLOR of Alabama. I would be very glad if the gen
tleman would confine himself to questions, if he is address
ing me. 

Mr. DO NOV AN. I am not necessarily questioning the gen
tleman fi·om Alabama. Is this appropriation by this act for 
the same channel that it was originally appropriated for? Is 
it for the channel between ilfobile Bay and Mississippi Sound? 
Was it originally voted for that? 

Mr. TAYLOR of Alabama. I can not answer the question 
without stating exactly the conditions. 

1\lr. DO NOV AN. Take all the time I have-go ahead. 
Mr. TAYLOR of Alabama. Oh, no. 
Mr. DONOVAN. It is information that we want. 
Mr. TAYLOR of Alabama. I will endeavor to give it to the 

gentleman. There was a pass, called Grants Pass, connecting 
Mobile Bay with Mississippi Sound for many years, owned 
by old Capt. Grant, whose rights in that pass, which it was 
thought were absolute, have been practically vested in the 
Catholic Church in the city of Mobile. The right to make 
charges and collect tolls was claimed on yessels passing through 
what is called Grants Pass. For many years there has been 
considerable agitation of the question in Mobile, and sometimes 
in Congress. At last a suney was ordered to establish defi
nitely a pass that would be satisfactory from Mobile Bay into 
Mississippi Sound, either by way of the Pass aux Herons or 
Grants Pass, which lay -very close together. On the report of the 
engineers the following law was enacted as part of the river 
and harbor act of 1913 : 

Improving channel connecting Mobile Bay and Mississippi Sound, 
Ala. : The project adopted by the riYel· and harbor act approved .July 
25, 1912, may, upon recommendation of the Chief of Engineers and 
approval of the Secretary of War, be modified to include the whole 
or any part of Grants Pass: Pr·ovided, That all rights claimed in and 
to Grants Pass shall be released and surrendered to the United States, 
and that any saving or difference in the cost of actual construction 
that may result from the use of any or all of Grants Pass may. as 
compensation for said rights, be paid to the present owners of the 
pass or their assigns: Prot;ided further, That the total cost of the 
completion of the project shall not be thereby increased except to the 
extent of $20,000, which amount is hereby appropriated: Pro v.ided 
t-urthe1·. That not more than $20,000 shall be paid in any case for all 
rights claimed in and to said Grants Pass. 
· The $20,000 so appropriated conditionally is still in the hands 

·of the Government. · Eyery effort has been made to ba ve the ' 
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War Department so construe the language that that $20,000 
could be paid over to the owners of Grants Pass, but the legal 
authorities who have investigated the matter say that that 
was ·not the meaning of the law and that it can not be done. 
Therefore that money remains in the Treasury unexpended. 
The engineers called for $20,000 for maintenance this year at 
Pass aux Herons, and when we were trying to cut this bill as 
much as we could, asking whether $20,000 was not too much, 
whether it could not be cut, they said no, but that there was a 
fund which had already been appropriated and was unexpended 
and which could be diverted and u ed for maintenance at this 
pass. If the gentleman will read the language of the act, he 
will find that that was exactly what is done in this bill. 

The CRA1ID1.A..l"'{. The time of the gentleman from Con
necticut has expired. 

Mr. DONOVAN. Mr. Chairman, I mo"fe to strike out the 
paragraph for the purvose of getting further information. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman mo\es to strike out the 
paragraph. 

lir. DOXOVAN. This is true, is it not, that the $20,000 
originally uppropriated was for another place, another channel 
from this pass for which it is going to be appropriated. Is 
that right? 

Mr. TAYLOR of Alabama. I do not think that is true. 
Mr. DO~OV AJ.~. But this Grants Pass was a private way, 

so to speak. It was claimed to be a private right. 
lir. TAYLOR of Alabama. It was claimed to be a private 

right. It was originalJy granted by the State of Alabama. 
l\Ir. DOXOVAX Is this improved channel the same place? 
lli. TAYLOR of Alabama. No; it is Pass aux Herons, and 

the two run side by side. 
lir. DONOVAN. Then it is a different place where this 

money is to be used? 
.Mr. TAYLOR of Alabama. No; it is the pass that the engi

neers reported to Congress, that was adopted by Congress, and 
is now called Pa~s au.x Herons. 

1\Ir. DO ... 10V AN. But you got rid of meeting this question 
of private ownership and private interest, is that it? 

l\fr. TAYLOR of Alabama. No; we did not get rid of that 
at all. That question can come up. I have so advised the 
owners and will be very glad to help them in any way to 
bring this matter up as a matter of claim, but not through the 
river and harbor appropriation bill. 

1\lr. DONOVAN. Mr. Chairman, I withdraw the amendment. 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Connecticut with

draws the amendment, and the Clerk will read. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
Pascagoula Harbor, Miss.: For maintenance of channels through 

Horn Island Pass, Mississippi Sound, Pascagoula River, and Dog River, 
$15,000. 

Mr. FREAR. ~Ir. Chairman, I move to strike out the last 
word. Out of deference to the gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. 
HuMPHREYS], I am not going to move to strike out the para
graph; in fact, it is an inquiry I wish to make, if I can get en
lightenment from him. I will give the facts, and then I will ask 
the question. The past appropriations for this project have 
amounted to $1,31~,153 and this item of the bill carries $121,000, 
with $30,123 on hand July 1, 1914, for a channel with a proposed 
depth of 25 feet. The part I wish to call attention to is this: 
On page 730 the engineer says that under the present contract 
local interests must gtve assurance to contribute $100,000, at 
$20,000 per annum, and also 800 feet of wharf. Dropping down 
to page 2209 of volume 2, the engineer says this : 

It is believed tb;) wharf will be built and the payment of $100,000 
will not have to be made by local interests. 

What is the reason the contribution of $100,000 first insisted 
upon by the engineers is not made, and . why has the change 
occurred? 

Mr. HUMPHREYS of Mississippi. I will yield to the gentle
man from Mis issippi [l\1r. HARRisoN], in whose district this is. 

~Ir. HARlliSOX Mr. Chairman, I will say to the gentleman 
that this improvement at Pascagoula, Miss., is not new. We 
haYe been expending money there for quite a while and through 
these appropriations they have built up quite a large commerce 
there. The commerce at Pascagoula now approximates 7,000,
ooo annually, and their desire is to obtain approximately 22 feet 
depth. The reason why the $100,000 conditional provision was 
stricken out was because the Board of Engineers, after having 
investigated it thoroughly, and the committee as well, concluded 
it was an unfair condition that they had imposed upon the 
Pascagoula people. For instance, the estimate for the 17-foot 
channel at Pascagoula which they now have was $1,050,000. 
The 17-foot channel which they ha\e now finished cost the Gov
ernment practically $ 00,000. 

Mr. FREAR. At this point may I ask the gentleman what is 
the character of the commerce? 

1\Ir. HARRISON. The character of the commerce is largely 
lumber. • 

:Mr. FREAR. Is there a sawmill in operation there? 
Mr. HARRISON. · There are a good many sawmills there, as 

well as other large industries. 
Mr. FREAR. That is what I assumed. 
Mr. HARRISON. Also naval stores and things of that kind, 

but largely lumber; so the Go\ernment on the 17-foot project 
really was saving about $250,000 or. $300,000 from what the 
Board of Army Engineers estimated it would cost to build a 
17-foot project, and when the 22-foot project was estimated at 
a cost of $383,000 they imposed a condition there-notwithstand
ing the fact that the harbor did not cost within $200,000 to 
$300,000 of the original estimate of the engineers-that at Mo s 
Point and Pascagoula, which are 4 miles apart, public wharves 
must be provided. The citizens had no objection to that. They 
are small towns, with 2,500 or 3,500 people living there. They 
have provided these public wharves at an expense of about 
$50,000. The wharves at one of these towns co t , I think, $20,00 
and the other $25,000. When this unjust $100,000 conc.litlon wa 
placed before the Board of Army Engineers they saiU : " We 
will not approYe this project of $383,000 without the condition 
being complied with, bnt we will cut it down to $2 3,000, and 
allow the expenditure by the Government of that much, pro
vided the two towns provide these public wharves and the citi
zens pay for it, so that such depth can be procured there a lJOS
sible with an appropriation of $2 3,000." We hope to obtain 
the 20-foot or 21-foot channel with the appropriation. 

1\!r. FREAR Mr. Chairman, I do not ca.re to strike out the 
paragraph, and as I said I do not intend to pursue that cour e 
hereafter simply to get facts, but what I do de ire to say is 
this, that this project emphasizes the fact, in my judgment, that 
it is improper under present conditions to leave the e questions 
to Army engineers to determine for themselves what amount 
should be charged up against a locality. Here is a community 
which is required to pay a cei'tain proportion while another is 
relieYed, and injustice occur necessarily in many case . 

The CHAIRMA .• X The time of the gentleman has expired. 
Mr. FREAR. I ask for two minutes more. 
The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the request of the 

gentleman from Wisconsin. [After a pause.] The Chair hears 
none. 

Mr. FREAR. For that reason. l\1r. Chairman, it occurs to me 
that the present system is indefensible. 

Mr. CALLAWAY. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 
Mr. FREAR. In just a moment. I will give way to the gen

tleman in a moment. I desire to say that the Army engineers 
are not more competent to pass upon the e questions nor do 
they pass upon them with :my degree of accuracy, becau e con
ditions a.re very frequently modified. It seem to me the re
sponsibility should be delegated to some one el e if a contribu
tion is to be imposed in any case. Take this ca e. Here is 
practically a sawmill operation by which there is something like 
20 000 tons, of which 15,000 is charcoal. Now, they impose 
thls charge. I think the responsibility ought not to be left 
with the Army engineers. 

Mr. KENT. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 
1\Ir. FREAR. .I will. 
1\fr. KENT. I would like to ask the gentleman, who has 

made a study of these questions, whether he believes the Army 
engineers in their report pass upon the feasibility, the real 
commercial feasibility, of a project, or whether they simply say 
that this can be done regardless of expense? 

1\Ir. FREAR. They a sume to pass upon the commercial 
possibility and set those questions out in their report and give the 
possibilities of commerce very frequently. As to their ability to 
do so, I do not believe they are competent to do so. 

1\Ir. HUMPHREYS of Mis issippi. Will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. FREAR. Certainly. 
Mr. HUMPHREYS of Mississippi. The gentleman sny they 

assume to do it Tbe law requires them to do it. 
1\Ir. FREAR. I presume that is true. 
Mr. HUMPHREYS of Mississippi. And while I arrree very 

largely with what the gentleman says about the Army engi
neers pe1·haps not being better qualified than anybody else, does 
he not think they are as well qualified to deterruine--

.Mr. FREAR. I think a board composed of men of the high 
character, such as the members of the Interstate Commerce 
Commission, that would measure the pos ibilities of commerce, 
would be far better able to handle such matter . 

Mr. CALLAWAY. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the 
last word. Is it not a fact that these Army engineers are 
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usually West Pointers, that go into West Point before they proposition are going to bring back a dindend on the invest· 
ha-re e-rer had any experience in business, arrd we spend $22,000 ment. -
educating them as scientific engineers, and they come out in I hire a doctor to come and doctor me, and r take his-medi· 
the Government service and draw a monthly stipend? A.s a . cine because I look to his scientific knowledge. I hire an engi
general thing the men passing on this are· not experienced men neer to go and lay out a proposition for me and determine 
at all in operating business on their own hook, where they whether or not it can be done, what the expense of it will be; 
necessaply must make their business pay a dividend. Is it not but when that is done I determine for myself whether or not I 
a fact that these are the men that this committee is handing want to carry that proposition out and put my money into it. 
up to us each day as passing on these projects as to whether I do not ask him to determine whether or not my money shall 
or not they are good commercial investments, men that were go into it, and this is the thing I am objecting to in following 
not required ever to earn their living in the marts of trade these engineers' reports. I say-and there is no question 
or any other business, but haye drawn a salary all their lives? about the rightness of it~that they have had no experience in 

Mr. TAYLOR of Alabama. Will the gentleman allow me to the world of business; they have never earned their dollars. 
suggest something right there! They ~ave worked to determine whether a thing can be done. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman yield? We w1sh to follow them so far as their scientific knowledge 
1\Ir. CALLA WAY. I will. can det~rmine those questions, and then put our experience 
Mr. TAYLOR of Alabama. The Panama Canal was dreamed and observation to it to determine whether or not we want to 

of 400 years ago. The first dream that ever came was in the put our money in it. 
mind of a Spanish engineer. He was not a railroad engineer- . Mr. SWITZER. Will the gentleman yield for just a qnes
I mean, he did not drive an engine-but he was a civil engineer tion? 
under the Spanish King, and he dreamed of opening the canal The CHAIRl\I.AN. Does the gentleman from Texas yield? 
between the two oceans. For 400 years that matter was Mr. CALLAWAY. Yes. · 
dreamed of, talked of, thought of. France took it and tried A~r. SWITZER .. -Does not the gentleman think the Army 
to carry it on for a number of years along the line the gentle- engl?e~rs are as competent as anybody he could pick to gather 
man speaks of. Men of intelligence, meL of high engineering statistics under the law, with the appropriations Congress 
capacity, men of importance, men of affairs-but they failed. makes for such purpose? 
The United States took it up, and put it in the il.ands of such 1\f~ CALLAWAY. That is not the- thing I am talking about. 
men as the gentleman speaks of, and very properly, and for a I smd that they could gather statistics, and should. You want 
time they tried it-but they failed. The canal was never built us to follow them as to whether or not we put our money into it. 
until a United States engineer took charge of it, and now it is Mr. SWITZER. Another thing. --
a finished thing. [Applause.] Mr. CALLA WAY. Blaze away. 

I want to say the man who has the highest credit for the Mr .. ~WITZER. Is ~t. not a fact that they gather all the facts 
building of" it, Col. Goethals, was educated on the Tennessee pertammg to a p~opos1tion, and report on ~hem to the Con~ress, 
River in Alabama, and learned there how to build the Panama that go t_o the R1ver.s and Harbors Comnnttee, and the Rivers 
Canal ; that the man who built the Gatun Dam at Panama was and Haroors Committee first passes on them and then this 
born in Alabama and educated on the Tennessee River alon(J' House passes on them? 
the -rery line we are discussing here of river and harbor im~ M~. CALLAWAY. ~e yon not a member of the committee? 
pro-rement. His name is William L. Siebert. He built the Mr. SWITZER. Is 1t no~ a fact that--
Gatun Dam and stopped the mighty torrent of the Chagres The <?HAIR::UAN. The time of the gentleman from Texas 
Rh-er. In the days of old. when Canute spoke as a king, before has expired. . . 
the days of the kings of commerce and the kings of finance, and Mr. CALLA WAY. .Mr. ?hauman, I ask for thr~e IIlillUt~s 
stood at the ocean side and ordered the sea to stand still it more. I haye not heretofore taken up much of the time of this 
paid no attention to him. But when you put an Army boy,' an committee, Mr. Chairman, and I have consistently and p~rsist
Army engineer educated at West Point, in front of the Chagres ently opposed these measures f?r thr~e years, and I think I 
Ri-rer, which had stampeded France with all her intelligence, at ought. to be ~ea.rd ~n matters like this when members of the 
the end of 10 years, under the charge of William L. Siebert and committee are shooting at me: . 
of Col Goethals and of Col. Gaillard and all those other gentle- Mr. SP ARK.l\IAN .. Mr. Chauman, I ask unanut;wus consent 
men educated at west Point, it stood still, and to-day it is sb1l. that all debate on th1s pa~agraph end after ~hree mmutes. 
[Applause] Mr. 1\IANN. I would like to have five rrunutes. 

1\Ir. CALLAWAY. Mr. Chairman, that is a very eloquent ~r. SPARKMAN .. l\1~. Cha~man, I ask that all d_ebate on 
speech. this paragraph end rn, eight mrnu!es,. then. . 

M T "YLOR f Al b 0 . t fr" d The CHAIRMA...~. Is there obJection? Who is to have the r. .fi_ o a ama. ne Inlnu e, my Ien . eight minutes? 
Mr .. CALLA WAY. I have t;ever said anything a~out the Mr. SPARJOIAN. Three to the gentleman from Texas [Mr. 

capacity of these me~ to ~etermme whether or not~ thmg could CALLAWAY] and five to the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. MANN]. 
be ~one. T~e question IS not wheth~r these proJects. can be The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the request of the 
earned out 1f you put mo~ey enough m them. The P?rnt that gentleman from Florida! -
~ made was, and t:he question that ough:t to concern this House Mr. PARKER of New York. Mr. Chairman does the O'entle. 
lS, and the. questwn that conc~rn;S these ~ople that put up man yield? ' o 

the _money_ IS, w~ether Ol.'" not this IS a good m-restment from a Mr. CALLA WAY. The gentleman from Ohio [Mr. SWITZER] 
busmess v1ewpomt. asked me to yield to him. 

The CHAIR~iAN. The time of. the gentleman has expired: The CHAIRl\IAN. Is there objection to the request of the 
Mr. CALLA: WAY .. I ask unarumous consent for three mm- gentleman from Florida? 

utes, l\Ir. Chairman, m order to complete my statement. There was no objection. 
1\Ir. TA~LOR of Alabama. The gentlem~n w~s disct;-Ssing. the The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Texas [Mr. CALLA-

Army engmeers, and I thought I would give him a little light WAY] is recognized for three minutes. 
on the subject. l\Ir. SWITZER. Mr. Chairman, does the gentleman claim 

1\Ir. CALLAWAY. You want to give light, but you run into that the Committee on Rivers and Harbors is bound by the re
the darkness with your candle. That is the way with .this port of the Army engineers as to whether a project will be a 
committee. It does not meet the issue at all. It was not a paying proposition or not? Is not that matter left to the Com
question of whether or not a project is feasible after these mittee on RiYers and Harbors and to the Congress? 
engineers have passed on it. Of course they are educated to Mr. CALLA WAY. Under the law, according to the state-
determine whether or not a thing can be accomplished. They ment of the gentleman from Mississippi [1\Ir. HuMPHREYS] 
go· there and work out their plan and determine its feasibility. they are required to find that. ' 
They are educated with capacity to do that. They can tell 1\Ir. HUMPHREYS of Mississippi. But we are not required 
whether or not it can be done. But they have no experience in to follow them. 
earning money. They have not gone out into the highways and Mr. CALL.A. WAY. Of course; neither is the House required to 
byways of commerce and labored to make a dollar bring back a follow you; but it does, just as sheep follow the bellwether. 
dividend. They have never had any experience of that kind, .Mr. HUMPHREYS of Mississippi. The House follows its 
and when they come in with the feasibility of a project, we can own judgment in the matter. The gentleman would not want to 
say, " Oh, yes; you are to determine whether or not it can be handicap the House in that direction, would he? 
done." But when you go to determine whether or not it is a Mr. CALLAWAY. Is it not a fact that you do follow the 
proper outlay of our money, then we ought to come to the engineers' reports, and whenever we question you you cite us to 
fr~mt .and determine, after they have given us the expert and the volumes of engineers' reports as to whether or not it ought 
scientific knowledge, whether or not our dollars put into that to be· done, and what the commerce on the river will be? Those 
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are the things you cite us to. Those were the ·things I inquired 
about when I asked about this Beaufort expenditure. 

·Mr. HUMPHREYS of Mississippi. We do not follow the en
gineers simply because they make a favorable recommendation. 
The gentleman is advised that $100,000,000 of projects have been 
recommended now that we have declined to accept. 

Mr. CALLAWAY. I thought you said $150,000,000 yesterday, 
and added: "Just wait until next rear; we will attend to them 
then." 

Mr. PARKER of New York. Mr. Chairman, will the gentle
man yield? 

Mr. CALLA WAY. Yes. 
M:r. PARKER of New York. Has the gentleman explained 

why the Committee on Rivers and Harbors has not done ex
actly what he advocated? 

1\Ir. CALLA WAY. I have never outlined a policy to any
body to follow at any time. 

Mr. PARKER of New York. It seems that the Army engi
neers have made their estimates as to whether a proposition 
is feasible or practicable, and it is left to these gentlemen 
to determine whether it would be commercially profitable or not. 

Mr. CALLA WAY. Are you a member of the committee? 
l\Ir. PARKER of New York. I am not. 
1\lr. CALLAWAY. Did you hear the gentleman say that 

under the law it was left for the engineers to determine? He 
said they were required to determine whether or not the propo
sition was feasible. 

Mr. P A.RKER of New York. I did not so understand any 
member of the committee. 

Mr. CALLAWAY. Under the law they are required to report 
whether or not it will be a paying proposition. 

Mr. PARKER of New York. Pardon me, will the gentleman 
state that again? 

Mr. CALLA WAY. Under the law the engineers are required 
to find that, as a proposition, according to the statement of the 
gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. HUMPHREYS]. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Texas 
has expired. 

Mr. MANN. 1\lr. Chairman, it would be fair to say that what 
the gentleman from Texas [Mr. CALLAWAY] refers to is a pro
vision for a survey of new projects. We insert an item in the 
bill requiring the engineers to survey new projects. Under 
the law they are prohibited from making a recommendation 
until they first determine whether it will be a profitable invest
ment, and that is whnt the law provides. 

Now, gentlemen haYe referred to the Army engineers with as 
much opprobrium as they could. Some gentlemen have in
sisted that we ought to have, not the opinion o! Army engineers, 
but the opinions of business men, men who make money for 
themselves and for the corporations which they represent. I 
am going to give an illustration of the kind of opinions we get 
under such circumstances. The river and harbor engineers re
ported some provision-and I will not refer to what it is-con
cerning Chicago and Dlinois. The Committee on Rivers and 
Harbors in reporting the bill did not include all of. the money 
which the engineers have said might be profitably expended, 
and thereupon I received this letter from a business mal), and 
other letters like it from business men-men of great reputa
tion, some of tiiem. I have received letters along the line o! 
this one, which I will show, from heads of great banks, from 
heads of great corporations, all great business men, of great 
business experience, making lots of money for themselves and 
their corporations. Here is u letter which I ask leave to extend 
in full in the RECORD. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Illinois [1\Ir. MANN] 
asks unanimous consent to extend his remarks by inserting a 
letter in the RECORD. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 
.1\Ir. MANN. It is from the secretary of the Dlinois delegation 

to the 1914 National RiYers and Harbors Congress, Mr. John J. 
Commons, addressed to the members of the Illinois delegation to 
the River and Harbors Congress, asking the people to write in 
reference to this re olution: 

R esolt:ed, ~'bat each member o! the Illinois delegation write each 
Senator and Repre entative from lllinois urging him to use his best 
endeavor to have the Committee of Commerce of the United States 
Senate resto1·e to the rivers and harbor bill of this session the amounts 
r ecommended for Illinois projects by the House of Representatives at 
the last ses ion of Congress. 

The big bu ·ine s men think we have not provided enough, 
and the secretary of thj delegation, for fear that the big busi
ness men might not haYe acumen enough to write a letter to a 
:.U:erul.Jer of Congess, says: 

I am inclosing a suggestion for a letter to our Senators and Repre
sentatives. 

Here is the letter. I have received a number just like it. It 
is intended to be addressed to us: 

Knowing that you are interested in everything beneficial to the State 
o! Illinois, and I being especially interested in waterway development, 
I take this means of urging the necessity of strenuous action on your 
part toward getting appropriations passed in the Senate, and Con
gress as originally recommended by United States Army engineer . I 
was appointed a delegate to the Rivers and Harbors Congress and have 
given this matter much thought, and consider it extremely unfortunate 
that Illinois claims were ignored to the extent of cutting off parts of 
appropriation that were so badly needed. 

The people in our district are in sympathy with the original recom
mendations, and I personally would be greatly indebted if you would 
use your influence toward increasing instead of decreasing appropria
tions for waterways in Illinois. 

The letter accompanying this form letter reads as follows : 
JANUABY 9, 1915. 

DEAR Sm: As secretary of the Illinois delegation to the 1914 Na
tiollal Rivers and Harbors Congress, I am instructed by the delegation 
to notify you that the following resolution was adopted : 

((Resolved, That each member of the Illinois delegation write each 
Senator and Representative from Illinois, urging him to use his best 
endeavor to have the Committee of Commerce of the United States Sen
ate restore to the rivers and harbors bill of this session the amounts 
recommended for Illinois projects by the House of Representatives at 
the last session of Congress." . 

It is imperative that you, and others who have influence w1th our 
legislators, urge them to make every effort to restore tC? the river~ and 
harbors bill the amounts recommended by the Army engineers. Chicago 
harbors need every dollar recommended by the engineers, and any 
amount less than the original recommendations should not be thought of. 

Each of the 132 delegates appointed by Gov. Dunne are being re
quested to write each Senator, as well as each Representative from their 
district and I trust you will find time to give this matter your at ten
tion. i know you are busy, but busy men are the ones who do things, 
and your influence and the influence of the other delegates may force 
our lawmakers to give this matter the attention it deserves·. 

I am inclosing a suggestion for a letter to our Senators and Repre
sentatives, but expect, of course, that you will use your own. language. 
A letter along this line has the indorsement of Mr. M. F. R1ttenh?use, 
chairman of the Illinois delegation; Mr. T. Edward Wllder, Illmois 
vice president of the Rivers and Harbors Congress; Mr. E. J. Kelly, 
of the sanitary district ; and others. 

Please advise if we may expect your influence in our effort to restore 
the appropriation above mentioned, and oblige, 

Yours, very truly, JOHN J. COMMO:-<S, 
Secreta,·y nunois Delegation, to the 1914 

National Rivers and Harbors Congress. 

This is the way the great business men act upon these prop?
sitions. [Applause.] They have a letter sent out, personal m 
character to be sent to the Senator or Members of Congress, 
telling hdw much they know about the subject, when the _man 
who sent it assumell that they did not know enough to wnte a 
letter about it. That is the way big business men handle these 
things. Thank HeayEm, that is not the way Army ~ngine~rs 
handle such propositions. They figure them out on their ments 
and not on personal solicitation. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the motion of the gen
tleman from Texas [Mr. CALLAWAY] to strike out the para-
graph. . 

.Mr. HARRISON. 1\fr. Chairman, there was not a motion to 
strike out the paragraph. There was a motion made by the 
gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. FREAR] to strike out the last 
word, merely pro forma. 

The CHAIRMAN. If there be no objection, the pro forma 
amendment will be withdrawn and the Clerk will read. 

The .Clerk read as follows: . 
Pascagoula and Leaf Rivers, Miss. : For maintenance, $18,000. 
1\lr. FREAR. 1\Ir. Chairman, I move to strike out tlle last 

word, for the purpose of calling attention to a stateme~t m~de 
by the Army engineers in reference to commerce at th1s po1~t, 
and which is characteristic of other items throughout the b1ll. 
The question is whether or not their judgment is to be accepted 
in reference to such items. · 

On Leaf River I notice that the commerce is 335,010 tons, 
according to the report of the engineers, of which timber and. 
logs amount to 335,000 tons and the merchandi e to 10 tons. I 
assume that that is a mill, or something like that, because that 
would probably be the case in a project of this character. Ten 
tons of miscellaneous commerce is significant. 

But returning to the question of the Army engineers, the 
(7entleman from illinois [Mr. MANN] states, and very propel'ly. 
that it would be unwise to leaYe these que tions to men who 
have a personal interest. Why, certainly. If the gentlem~n will 
let me take the letterhead from which he read a moment ago
the gentleman states that the letter has gone to the Clerk's 
desk, but I had a copy of it in my hand this mor~~ling-it is 
from the Portland cement headquarters, and the wnter of the 
letter sends out in the name of the ri"ers and harbors congres , 
to these various people who are member of that congre s, ask
ing them to write to tt.e gentleman from Illinois and other 
1\fembers who are interested in the Illinois project . telling 
them what to do. No; you would not put men of that char~ 
acter in charge of an enterprise of this kind, to pass upon 
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these projects. Portland ·cement people and dredgers ~nd con- there, nnd you notice that the value is $8 -a -ton. The value of 
tractors should be left out. The suggestion is that men of ordinary Jogs is $2 or $3 a ton. This value of $S shows that 
standing throughout the country, like members of the Inter- much of the timber is sawed. Does not the gentleman think it 
"'tate Commerce Commission, men of that kina ought to be is worth while to spend $6,000 a year to make that trenm 
qualified-high-class men who would not be subject to political navigable in whate'\"tr way is necessary in order to _get $2,000,000 
pull. No one shys that Goethals is not qualified. No one says of ·commerce out to the .sea? 
that Hodges and Gaillard are not of the same type. I have 1\fr. FREAR. The gentleman .has asked a \ery fair question. 
met them all. Let me endeavor to answt:-r it just :.ts fairly. If it is for the 

]!r. 1\lA.l\TN. Will the gentleman yield? benefit of one mill or two mills standing there, I should -say no. 
'Mr. FREAR. Yes. I do not believe in appropriating public moneys for _private con-
1\fr. MAt-.~. I have received these letters from men drawing cerns. ~f that is proper to be done, then I admit that the Gov-

n high as 50,000 a year salary. ernment may make contributions to any individual or any par-
1\Ir. FREAR. I presume so. Salary means nothing at all. ticular interest. 
Mr. l\1A1TN. Abler men than anybody here. Unles3 it is for the public welfare to be served by navigation 
Mr. FREAR. Assuming that they are abler than the gentle- at that particular point, I can not understand how we are justi-

mnn from Illinois, who is one of the ablest to be found, any man fied in using the taxpayers' money, whether it is in Wisconsin, 
who is interested or likely to ·be interested in a _project ought Arkansas, or Missi sippL 
not to be appointed in -such a place. lllen who draw more than 1\fr. HUMPHREYS of Mississippi. The gentleman does not 
850.000 a year ha '\"e been hammering the Interstate Commerce say that there is anything in the record showing that there 
Commission for months. But men of that type, appointed by i-s only one sawmill here? 
the President, selected for the purpose of determining -some Mr. FREAR. No; I do not say that. It is the principle I 
system of waterway improvements and passing upon the e am speaking of. 
projects would be hi(J'hly capable and ought to be removed from Mr. HUl\IPHREYS of 1\lississippi. I am talking about this 
pol itical influences. Think of the condition read here the other particular item. The gentleman does not think that this is an 
dny when I showed a report where. the Army engineers had unfair appropriation? 
rejected a project three times, and then 11 Members of Congress, Mr. FREAR. I ·should want more information about it. I 
two ·of them Senators, went before the board and demanded have said that there are only 10 tons of merchandise, and all 
that they change their opinions, and they changed them. They the rest are logs and timber, and arparently a sawmill is lo
had rejected the project three times. I can not believe, 1\Ir. cated there to be served by this appropriation. 
Chairman, that all the good is in the Army engineers, nor do 1\Ir. HUMPHREYS of Mississippi. A good many sawmills. 
I belie'\"e they should be intrusted with this important work. Mr. FREAR. Well, I do not know about that, I am speaking 
When I see the e constant changes in projects, these constant about the principle, and the gene1·a1 benefit to be subse1--rel1. 
aUlendmeuts of opinions. the e constant increases in amounts to Mr. HARRISON. Will the gentleman yield? 
be appropriated. and when I see the character of the proposi- 1\Ir. HUMPHREYS of Mississippi. I will -yield to the gen-
tions presented with the engineers' approval I can not belie\"e tleman. 
tbe engineers are infallible. In fact, I believe we will get no rna- 1\Ir. HARRISON. I want to say that it is not ·the sawmills 
teri al relief from present conditions until we take all projects alone that are benefited, but the people who live along the river 
ont of the hands of Army engineers. and own the timber and float it down are benefited. and 1Je-

1llr. EDWARDS. Will ·the gentleman tell us whether he cause of these appropriations the river is made na'\"igable so 
kuow of any perfect man or any perfect body of men? that these people are enabled to float their logs to the sawmills 

~Ir. FREAR. No; I will concede that; and I will also con- and to obtain a good price for their logs and timber. It is a 
cede that it is a very hard proposition for the members of your great benefit {o the people who live along the ri'\"er. 
committee. I know that it is. The CBAIRl\IA.&.~. The pro forma amendment is withdraml, 

1\Ir. EDWARDS. Will the gentleman also tell us, and will and the Clerk will read. 
not the gentleman admit, that perhaps of all the men of the The Clerk read as follows: 
country who ought to know about engineering prohlems the South Pass Channel, Mississippi River: For maintenance, $50,000. 
Army engineers are the best equipped for that? Mr. \VATKii'iS. Mr. Chairman, I offer the following amend· 

1\Ir. FREAR. Oh, yes; so far .as carrying out engineering ment. 
problems. . The Clerk read as follows : 

1\lr. EDWARDS. Does not the gentleman think that impar- l'age :::o, between lines 11 and 12, insert: 
ti'al men who are iitted for this particular service will give Jt "Red River, La.: For maintenance from its mouth -to "Fulton, Ark., 
the most impartial consideration? $100,ooo:· 

1\Ir. FREAR. Yes. Mr. WATKINS. .Mr. Chairman, I recognize the difficulty and 
, Mr. EDWARDS. And will the gentleman-- the almost impossibility of securing the passage of any amend-

1\Ir. FREAR. I can not yield any more time. I want to ment to this bill. I wish, however, to say in tlte beginning 
answer cthe gentleman, and he keeps asking m~ more questions. that I have nothiBg but the kindest feelings for every member 
1 want to say in response that that is true, but, as the gentle- on the Rivers and Harbors Committee. They are all personal 
man from Texas [Mr. CALLAWAY] says, men who have had no friends of mine, and I would not say anything to detract from 
personal experience in business, who have no qualifications for their work or reflect upon them in any way whate,er. But in 
bn ine , are not competent to handle these responsible duties conside1ing the proposition of rivers and harbors throughout 
-nnd ought not to be set at the task of determining the commer- the United States one of the most deserving rivers is that of 
cial possibilities of any project. Red River, La., Ark., Tex., and Okla. For 475 miles that 

Mr. HUMPHREYS of hli issippi. I move to strike out the ri¥er is not only nayigable, but until the last two years. which 
last word, just to ask one question of the gentleman, on the I will give a reason for later, it has been navigated for more 
paragraph, and not on this general debate. ·noes not the gentle_- than 50 years. This i3 not a new project. Not one dollar is 
man in all candor believe it worth while to spend $6,000 a year allowed for it in this bill. This river serves to regulate the 
on the Lenf lli'\"er, which floats $2,000,000 of commerce? freight rates for more than 1,000.000 people, running through 

l\Ir. FREAR. If it is simply for the benefit of a sawmill, the districts of five l\Iembers of Congress, each of which has a 
and there is nothing except 10 tons outside of the timber and population of m-er 200,000. As I say, it is the di tributing 
logs, I should say that the condition of Mattawan Creek is pre- point up and down and regulates freight rate for the benefit 
cisely on the same level. As to the policy of making an im- . of more than a million citizens of this country, and still not 
pro'\"ement for the purpose of benefiting a particular institution, one dollar is provided for it in this appropriation bill. 
I should disagree to that. There have been various projects adopted for this ri'\"er: th~ 

Mr. HUMPHREYS of MississiiDJi. This is to 1loat $2,000,000 last one was that of 1882. From that time to this there hn.s 
worth of commerce. never been an aPIJropriation bill but that has pro-vided for this 

Mr. FREAR. It is immaterial how much. It is a question of river until the one of last year. 
the purpose, whether public or 1>rivate. Now, Mr. Chairman, I wish to call tht attention of the com-

'Mr. HUMPHREYS of Mississippi. It is a commerce that mittee to these facts. I ask the attention of e"'ery ~1ember on 
everybody is interested in. It matters not whether it is lum- the floor, including e'\'"ery inember of the Committee on Rivers 
ber, coal, or ore. and Harbors. I ha-ve not said what I have about the members 

Mr. FREAR. Let me make my answer clear to the gentleman. of the Committee on Rivers and Harbors with the hope of get
Mr. HUMPHREYS of Mississi_p:pi. If the -gentleman ·will ting a vote from any member of that committee, but I am 

pardon me for a moment, it matters not what it is or to whom speaking to the membership outside of the Committee on Rivers 
it belongs just so it enters into the commerce of the world. and Harbors. There is not a river in Florida, with 30 ·projects. 
Now, all of this is !or export This goes to the sawmills down · in Mississippi, with its -vast -projects, -or in Alabama, with its 

- ,.dlil)~ 
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number of projects-there is not one that has the merit that 
Red River has. While I say I do not expect a "VOte from a 
single member of the Rivers and Harbors Committee, I do 
expect that the Committee of the Whole will heed what I say 
and grant this deserving relief. 

Last year for the first time the committee left out the appro
priation for Red River in Louisiana, Texas, Mississippi, and 
Arkansas. Immediately the schedule of rates for freights was 
fixed up by the various railroads running into the city of Shreve
port, La. Shreveport is a city of 40,000 inhabitants. It ships 
~50,000 bales of cotton per annum under normal conditions, 
and $15,000,000 worth of timber was billed out of that city in 
1907. The commerce on this riler serves to keep the freight 
rates down for that city as well as numerous other towns and 
cities along the river. They have now been notified that the 
rate on cotton bagging and ties will be raised from 10 to 20 
cents. They haYe not been authorized to raise the freights 
yet, but it is in contemplatJon. They have offered to do it, and 
will do it unless the cities along this river are to have the 
benefit of navigation. That is an increase of 100 per cent. 
You take all the ·varions articles down the line and they have 
proposed to raise the freight rates from 100 per cent, 200 per 
cent, and 400 per cent. The last article that I see is salt, a 
necessary article in every home, and they propose to raise 
that from 10 cents to 40 cents, or 400 per cent This is on an 
application to increase the rates and charges. In this particular 
list I do not see that of cotton, but there are several other 
. commodities. The only contention, so far as I know, by the 
committee is that right at this pa-rticular time and last fall 
there were no boats plying the river, and the only reason for 
it so far as I know is the fact that the river is full of logs 
and snags. The fourth congressional ·district, which I have 
the honor to represent, is the largest I umber-producing dis
trict in the United States . . The State of Washington is the first 
producer of lumber and the State of Louisiana the next, and 
the fourth congressional district-my district-is the largest 
producer of lumber of any congressional district. There are 
vast quantities of timber, various kinds of staves, lumber, logs, 
and things of that kind being shipped continuously, and in 
cases of overflow, where these logs have been cut near the 
banks of the river--

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Louisiana 
has expired. · 

Mr. WATKINS. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent to 
proceed for five minutes more. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection? 
There was no objection. 
Mr. WATKINS. In cases ·of overflow these logs have been 

washed into the river, and their ends projecting up make navi
gation dangerous. The last steamboat which went down the 
river had the bottom of it knocked out, and she now lies tied up 
to the wharf in New Orleans waiting for these logs to be taken 
out. It is only because of this physical condition at this time 
.that it is dangerous to use steamboats, and the river is now not 
being used . • But the people are waiting now for the logs to be 
taken out, and they are now in communication with the steam
boat lines for the purpose of inducing them to put a new line of 
steamboats in the river just as soon as the logs are removed, 
and this snag boat is now standing tied up to the banks of the 
river, I suppose, for want of appropriations. · At the last session 
of Congress there was a small balance of appropriations which 
lapped o"Ver from the year before and that was used as a reason 
for not allowing the appropriation at the last session, but that 
would last but a "Very few months, even at that time, and it 
long since has been exhausted. 

This is not a new project, and an I ask now is to have the 
Members vote upon the recommendation of the Board of En
.gineers. If we are to have a board of engineers by which we 
are to be governed, and if we are to have a criterion by wlli rh 
we are to. go, then why not and why does not the committee in 
this instance go by the recommendation of the Board of En
gineers for rivers and harbors? They recommend the expendi
ture of $100,000 for this year. • 

The Board of Engineers from year to year has recommended 
from $100,000 to $250,000, and the appropriations have been 
made ns high as $250,000 for the entire Red River in all these 
different States, and the commerce upon that river has been 
enormous up to within the last recent years; but right · at this 
time, as stated, the reason I have given is the reason why it 
is not used at this particular time. 

I think that in a hasty manner I have covered the various 
propositions involved; and without referring to this lengthy 
protest of ·my constituents, who are indignant, who are out
raged at the fact that the entire appropriation has been with
drawn from the bill, without filing it, I will submit it to the 

fair and equit:'lble consideration of the House as to whether 
a river larger than the ri"Vers in any of these other States, more 
important tha..1 the rivers of many othet States, except the 
Mi sissippi Rh:er-whet.her this ri'rer should be entirely ignored 
and not one dollar of appropriation allowed for it simply and 
purely because the logs and snags and impediments in the ri"Ver 
so completely obstruct navigation that it is dangerous to prop
erty and life to have it further na"Vigated. 

l\Ir. ASWELL. Mr. Chairman, these telegrams represent the 
leading cities and towns between the Arkansas line and the 
rr:outh of ·Red River. They speak the truth. I appeal to the 
Members of this House to treat Red River fairly. I submit 
that the river deserves the usual appropriation of $100,000 
annually. It can not be denied that appropriations are recom
mended by the Rivers and Harbors Committee in this bill for 
rivers not one-tenth as important or as large, and rivers for 
which there can not be half the justifiable reason given for 
such appropriation as is presented by the records I herewith 
submit in behalf of Red River. 

Red River, 1,200 miles long, drains one of the most fertile 
valleys in the world, and all that is needed to place upon · i~ all 
the commerce necessary amply to satisfy the members of the 
Rivers and Harbors Committee is for a reasonable appropria
tion to be made to encourage the people to build up the traffic, 
which they are doing and are anxious to continue to do if 
they can receive reasonable encouragement from the Federal 
Government. By the removal of one sand bar the ri"Ver would 
be navigable the year round as far north as Alexandria . 

I sincerely hope that this amendment will be adopted, and 
that Red River will - not be treated so wrongly and in a 
f.lanner so unjustifiable by this committee. 

I serve notice now upon the House that at an early date 
there will be presented a measure carrying into effect the report 
of Gen. Bixby for the purpose of creating a Red River com
mission to organize and systematize the improvement of Red 
River on a scale that I trust will meet the hearty indorsement 
of the Congress. 

The enormous lumber interests, oil and other mineral deposits 
adjacent to this river, which find their only outlet through its 
course, make it imperative that this $100,000 be annually ap
propriated until the larger and more comprehensive plan ot 
improving the river can be put into ·execution. 

I ·again most earnestly appeal to the members of the com
mittee to agree to this amendment. 

The river has been so neglected that no report has been 
rr:ade of the commerce on the river since 1910, and none then 
on the timber and oil products of that great valley. As e~
plained by the chairman of the Rivers and Harbors Committee 
in defending the Florida rivers, the engineers· have not had 
enough money to keep the river navigable. 

The work on Red River by the Federal Government began in 
1828, and has had continuous support from the Federal Gov
ernment for maintenance except between 1841 and 1852 and 15 
years after 1857; until the last Congress. The existing project, 
which is not complete, was begun in 1882 and has been con
tinued until last year. Certainly you can not turn this amend
ment down on your usual excuse that it is a new project. 

In his report to Congress for 1914 the Chief of Engineers of 
the United States Army says: 

ThP amount that can be profitably expended in the fiscal year end
ing June 30, 1916, for the work of improvement and maintenance of 
Red River is $100,000. 

Mr. CALLAWAY. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. ASWELL. Yes. 
Mr. CALLAWAY. The gentleman says the only excuse for 

not making the appropriation for this river is that the com
merce has decreased on the river. If that is a good reason for 
discontinuing the appropriation, it would be so with reference 
to every inland river in this country, even the Mississippi and 
the Ohio. 

Mr. ASWELL. It would. 
Mr. CALLA WAY. And every other river. 
Mr. ASWELL. Mr. Chairman, in reply to the gentleman 

from Texas, I will say that the chairman of the Committee on 
Rivers and Harb~rs made the be-st possible answer to the 
criticism made against the Red River when he defended him
self for appropriating large sums of money for rivers in 
Florida, e"Ven though their commerce had decreased 30 per cent. 

Under leave to print; I ·insert the following: 
The report of the Chief of Engineei·s· of the Army for 1014, 

page 867, is as follows: 
The existing project now provides for continuing improvement from 

Fulton, Ark., to the Atcliafa:laya River, La., by the systematic clearing 
of the banks ·to remove · the sourc~ of drift and snags; continuing 
snagging operations and the removal of jams and raft; dredgin~ tow· 
beads and shoals; constructing a substantial system of levees to fix the 
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course of the river either alone or by cooperating with riparian States; 
the closure of all' outlets that deplete the river; the fixing of caving 
banks to confine the river to the selected channel ; and the prevention 
of injuries lo regimen by new cut-offs or outlets. The nature of. the 
improvement is such that no estimate for its completion can be given. 
'.rhe estimated cost to maintain improvement is :}';100,000 a ~ear, ex
clusive of extraordinary demands for new plant that will ariSe from 
time to time. 

On pages 841-842, the following appears in the Chief of Engi
neers' Report for 1913 : 

'l 'he commerce reported for the 18 years ending June 30, 190?, ran~-
. ing in quantity from 66,376 to 279,946 short tons per annum, with esti
mated values of from 1,506,500 to $9,185,000. The average for the 
18 years was 123,244 short tons, valued at $4,359,90~ To this .should 
be added the commerce from Ouachita River, entermg Red R1ver at 
the mouth of Black River, the average of which . was 178,070 short 
ton. , valued at $6,.229,560, making a total of 301,314 shot·t tons, valued 
at 10,5 9,460. 

Traffi'.! in timber products has increased on the river, which alon(l 
affords an outlet for them. 

The project ha'l effected a reduction on freight rates on all com
modities. 

The amount estimated as a profitable expenditure in the fiscal year 
ending June 30, 1915 ( 100,000), is to be applied as follows: Care and 
renewal of plant, $25,000; maintenance by snagging and clearing, 

;)0,000 ; improveme!lt by dredging, $2G,OOO. 

On .March 30, 1914, 1\faj. Frank l\1. Kerr, chief State engineer 
of Louisiana, writes as follows: 

I have no )lesitation in asserting, from many years' experience, that 
. fot· a stream of its 'length and magnitude and importance there bas 

never been a year in all the long years of the past during which it has 
been under consideration, in which the Government appropriations for 
the impl'Ovement of Red River have ever been anything like adequate. 

Except for raft removals, snagging operations in the main stream 
and in contiguous lake regions, the overhead expenses and cost of main
taining the plant necessary for this, extending over quite a period 
of time, spasmodic eJiorts to promote the proposed restoration of navi
aation, by way of the lake region, between Jefferson, Tex., and 
Shreveport, La., some little bat·bot· work, now and then, here and 
there, and for a year or so, about the time of the organization of the 

· Caddo, Bossier and Red River, Atchafalya and Bayou Boeuf Levee 
districts, when some small part of the -levee work required under the 
then proposed projects for the Caddo and Bossiet· Levee distl'icts was 
assumed by the National Government no real, systematic, and compre-

. hensive advance, due to inadequate Govemment appt·oJ>riations by the 
National Government, bas ever been possible on Red River. 

'l'he result is that Red River, from source to · mouth, in spite of local 
effort here and there along its length, is at best still in an untamed and 
uncontrolled state. 

In Louisiana more advance along this line bas been rendered pos
sible, because of the longer and s~me\Vbat more strenuous efforts put 

. forth during the past 20 years or so by its riparian dwellers and prop
erty owners, the outlay, with little encouragement ft·om the Govern
ment, reachuig, at this date, within that period, with projects at pres
ent under way, upward of $5,000,000. 

A world of corrective work, from the point of view of navigation, 
as well as for restraining floods, is therefore still required on Red 

· Rivet•. . 
Refl River, just Uke the Mississippi Rivet·, al o suffers greatly from 

caving banks. This condition ·is intensified by its extreme tortuousness, 
· cut-offs, steepness of slope, and, where so far confined, to the enlarge

ment of section consequent. 
Realizing to what a serious extent the interests of navigation. the 

preservation of its lines of public levee, and the pt·otection from floods 
of its riparian lands were affected by this ever-recurring menace, one 

· local distl'ict alone on Red Rivet·, the Caddo Levee district, in addi
tion to extensive levee work, drainage work, and recti!;ication of cba·n

. nel ways, bas recently undertaken to treat the gt·eater numbet· of the 
most aggravated caving banks on Red River within its limits with 
bank-protection work. . 

With such a good example as that set 'Qy the Caddo Levee district, 
it would certainly appear reasonable that the National Government 
should not much longer fail !.0 accord substantial recognition to at 
least this important factor in river control on Red River, with its far
reaching influence over improving navigagon and flood prevention, as 

· well as of the numerous other features connected with the development 
· and pr·eset·vation of Red River as a great waterway for Louisiana, and 
elsewhere throughout its course. 

J. B. ASWELL, Washington, D. 0.: 
M.UlKSVILLE, LA., Ja11'1WI'Y 13, 1915. 

Yo~1 are earnestly requested to do all in your power to secure appro
priation of fonds to improve Red River. Large area of fertile lands 
are rendered useless by annual floods, and the stopping of navigation is 
threatened. Limited revetment work in certain localities would pay 
Government. 

J. W. JOFFRIO~, 
C. C. GASPARD, 
I. B. LEMOI~E, 
J. M. BARHAM, 
W. F. COUTILLIO~, 
AMET GUILLOT, 

BOYCE, LA., January 1.1, 1915. 
Ilon. JAMES B. ASWELL, Washington, D. a.: 

We need· mot·e appropriation for the continuance of traffic, as the 
ope~ river traffic gives us very low freight rates, thereby placing the 
necessities of life where the people at large get the benefit. Urge 
larger appropriations, as appropriations have been too small to be ot 

\benefit. 
J. E. RAY, 
H. A. JOINER, 
D. K. TEXADA, 
J. DAWSON JOUNSON, 

LII-109 

J. G. BAKER, 
JOHN WOODABD, 
J. E. GRISSOM, 
R. H. GRANT. 

CAMPTI, LA., Janttary 14, 1915. 
Hon. J. B. ASWELL, Washington, D. a.: 

We, the undersigned citizens of Campti, La., urge you to use your . 
influence in Congress to obtain a fair appropriation for the improve
ment of Red River, as navigation is now. conducted .on the south end 
from Alexandria, La., and in our opinion it will be only a sbot·t while 
before navigation will be resumed on the north end. If same is not 
taken care of now, when navigation is resumed it will be very expensive 
to open said rive.:.- for navigation. 

E. C. Readhimer, I. Rappiel, T. S. Hightower, A. A. Rap
pieli C. D. Keator, Frank J. :Maricelli, jr., R. E. Ham
mel, B. B. Roubieu, S. L. Perry, E. W. Breazeale, 
R. H. Simmon, R. H. Pe'l'ot, E. W. Perot, W. F. Teer, 
J. R. Maybon, F. G. Gallaspy, J. T. Sompoayrac, Dtm 
Leahy, Edgar Jarriet, Arthur Crocker, Will Crocker, 
J. A. Genius, Robert Hart, J. A. Prudhomme, J. D. 
Simpkins, W. L. McKnight, A. M. Gillen, J. B. Gillen, 
Joe Mcintyre, G. E. Prothro, P. A. Cloutier, J. E. 
Cloutier. F. Robieu, H. N. Listage, G. J. Gillen, C. G. 
Prot, M. D., A. F. Trichell, Frank Garza, W. H. Huck
aby, P. Birdlong, Joe Merchant, James Gregg, G. 
Crocker, W. J. Smith, J. C. Perot, L. L. Wallett, Sill 
Cralmer, Pink Merchant, Pert Roberts, John Plunket, 
R. S. Taylor, Joseph Sauce. Joe Deriso, A. Gourdon, 
L. Versia, W. G. Woodard, Jolm Woodard, Ludy Hale', 
J. 0. Vascocue, Lute Wallett, Edward Wallett, Ralph 
McKnight, :m. B. Fleming, Rene Lowe, Edgar Perot, 
S. J. :Mayeauxt R. A. Prouciau. 

llon. J. B. ASWELL, 
ALE..."'{ANDRIA, LA., Jantta1'V 13, 1913. 

House of Representatives, Washington, D. 0.: 
We maintain traffic on Red River between New Orleans and .Alexan

dria and all way landings by weekly trips of steamer Omaha. The stage 
of water would permit the removal of snags and sand bars between 
Alexandria and Black River and will permit traffic as far up as 
Alexandria the year round. There is no reason why the· river should 
not be· made navigable all the way to Shreveport. The thousands of 
people Jiving along this stream, the next in importance to the Missis
sippi in the South, are badly in need of the transportation this river 
can be made to furnish. ~ 

W. D. HAAS, 
President Alexandria Chamber of Commerce. 

CoLFAX, LA., January 13, 1915. 
lion. J. B. ASWELL, Washington, D. a.: 

We -insist that appropriation be made. No care taken of river in 
so long that it has run wild, filled in from caving banks, become more 
crooked~ and less susceptible to navigation. If river is straightened it 
would aeepen itself, and we would have no trouble in restoring navi
gation. Thirty-six boats were once kept busy in Red River. With 
locks rive'r would be navigable at an · times. If this course was ob
served by the Government, it would largely protect the valley from 
inundation . 

C. H. TEAL. 
J. H. MCNEEr~Y. 
J. Q. Lmm. 
T. 1\f. WELLS. 
A. B. PERKINS. 
E. H. BLACKWOOD. 
J. W. DUXCAN. 

E. S. MURRELL. ' 
M. E. SWAFFORD. 
F. B. COLE. 
J. B. ROBERTS. 
J. A. HYDE. 
N. P. BARTON. 

SHRE\EPORT, LA., January 12, 19L5. 
Hon. J. B. ASW'ELL, Washington, D. 0.: 

Traffic manager of chamber of commerce now in New Ot·Ieans !or 
purpose of effecting an arrangement with barge line to enter Red River 
permanently. Chamber of commer·ce has acted as body with coopemtion 
of city offi·cials. We recognize the dire impo;:tance of navigation in 
Red River, and are going to spare no pains nor expense looking to this 
end. Shreveport is thoroughly alive to the opportunity and will not be 
found wanting. 

GEORGE M. HEAR!'\'E, Pr·esident. 
ARDIS & Co. 
FOSTER & GLASSELL. 
CRAWFORD, JENKINS & BOOTH. 
THE HICKS Co. 

1\Ir. GOODWI~ of Arkansas. Mr. 'Chairman, as has been 
stated by my colleagues from Louisiana [l\Ir. WATKINS and 
Mr. AswELL] this is not a new project. About 1913 the Chief 
of Engineers made a recommendation that the impro\ement of 
thi river be made and made an estimate of something in excess 
of $6,000,000. That report was predicated upon the theory 
that the Federal Gol'ernment. would be assisted by localities and 
States, such as lel'ee districts and the like, and acting upon that 
theory the various localities upon Red Ri\er have proceeded to 
tax themselves until within my State alone the people ha\e 
paid out already in the last few years over $1,175,000. That 
does not, of course, include the appropriations and taxation 
made upon the people themselves above or north of Fulton, Ark., 
nor does it take into consideration the appropriations made by 
levee assessments south of Arkansas, and for many hundred 
miles in the -State of Louisiana. Notwithstanding this is not a 
new project, being a continuing one, this committee does not 
bring in one red cent for Red River. Red River has a drain
age area of 97,000 square miles, much more than many of the 
rivers combined in this bil1 which have recei\ed many million 
dollars in the past and several hundred thousand dollars of 
appropriations carried in this bill. _ 

The Yazoo River alone, if comparison may be made, and I 
do not desire to make an invidious comparison, has a drainage 



·1720 CONGRESSION AE REOORD-·HOUSE. JANUARY lH~ 

ai·ea of only 13,850 square miles. The great Ohio River hf.\S 
102,000 square miles of drainage area. Red River, as I .said, 
has 97,000 square miles of drainage area. The length of Red 
River, I bclleYe, is 1,300 miles, -rising way down in New Mexico, 
flowing eastwardly, se.para~g the States of Oklaboma and 
Texas, then taking a ·southeasterly course, going through the 
southwe tern part of Arkansas, and emptying into the Missis
sippi River about 150 mnes aboye the city of New Orleans. This 
i one of the O'reatest cotton col1Iltries in all the earth, raising 
a pecnlinr ·grade of cotton, the long-staple cotton. It grows in 
my district near Red River, and has a special quotation upon the 
Li'rerpool maTket, 'bringing a higher price than any other upland 
cotton grown in the wo~ld. Now, the length of Red River is 
about 1300 miles, as stated, many hundred miles of which have 
been made nayigable and have been navi~ated until the past two 
or three years, when the Congress failed and refused to make 
sUfficient appropriations. In length it exceeds the combined 
length of the SaTannah lUver; the St. Johns Riler, of Florida; 
the famous Tombigbee RiYer, of l\Iississippi and Alabama; and 
the -sunflower RiTer, in the State of 1\lississippi. I submit, l\Ir. 
Chairman, that notwithstanding the recommendation made by 
the Chief of Engineers to appropriate the sum total only of 
$3 0,000 for the first year, the amendment of my colleague 
[~1r. WATKINS] upon this occasion asking for only $100,000 is 
certainly reasonable. I do not stand here as an enemy of Tiver 
appropriations-worthy appropriations. I think. if I have made 
any reputation at all, and it is Yery small along any line, it has 
been as a · promoter and as favoring meritorious -river appro-
priations where they are needed. · 

The _gentleman from Ge9rgia [1\lr. EnwARns] -says that the 
engineers are the ones who are the authority upon these mat
ters. I shall not make any assaults upon the committee, who 
are my friends. I believe they have done the best they could, 
but I submit, Mr. Chairman, that the committee has not fol
lowed punctiliously or in a way at all uniforrilly the recom
mendations of the ~ngineers. · Those recommendations have 
been wholly disregarded in many States not represented by 
the committee. This last year when $20,000,000, a lump sum, 
was appropriated and left to be distributed by the War De
partment, the State of Arkansas received $440,000. Now, if 
in the distribution of last year by tbe War Department we re
cei ed $440,000 upon meritorious projects, I submit, gentlemen, 
that the sum carried in this bill for Arkansas appropriations 
of $41,000, a good part of which Louisiana receives, is inade
quate and wholly disproportionate. We have, as ·Mr. CARAWAY, 
my colleague from Arkansas, said in his speech the other day, 
more miles of navigable streams in Arkansas, counting the 
l\1i issippi lliYer which borders the eastern side of our State, 
more navigable water in our State than ' any other State in the 
country. It receives the pittance of $41,000. I submit, gentle
men, that if I were acting whoUy upon the theory that our 
State is not getting the proportionate part of the appropria
tion, I might then t·ecur and pu-nctm·e, so to speak, those items 
set forth in the bill which, in my opinion, are unmeritorious. 
Here is this great expan e of country-97,000 square miles of 
area-producing cotton, sugar cane, and a great quantity of com
mercial output--

~ The CHA:qtMA.J.~. The tfme of the gentleman. has expired. 
Mr. HARDY. 1\fr. Chairman, I wish to say that for the Com

mittee on Rivers and Harbors I have riot only the very highest 
esteem, but the highest opinion in every respect, and 1 dislike 
to get away from them on any part of this bill, the more so 
becnnse I have listened here for hours and hours to criticisms 
of the committee on grounds that are not tenable. lf they 
ha\e committed a fault in this bill it is a fault by way of being 
too conservative and by way of being influenced by the "pork
barrel" cry that has been raised in sundry interested quarters 
ns well as by sundry peop1e who think they are speaking for 
the public good. There are those in this country interested in 
preventing the waterways from being made navigable. Great 
railroad intere ts seem to control many of the great daily 
newspapers, and it is the seemingly railroad-controlled papers 
that are week after week pom'ing into the ranks of this com
mittee their charges of "pork-barrel" legislation. [Applause.] 
You can notice the paper loude t in their denunciation of 
almost any restraint upon railroads and most insistent on al
lowing the roads to increase their freight rates; these same 
papers without exception are denouncing this committee as a 
" pork-barrel" committee. I happen to Imow that in my Rtate 
where we have no water competition or possibility of it there, 
the railroad rates were advanced to the very highest, which to 
my mind is a connncing reason why the railroads want no 
waterway improvement and why all their iniluences are against 

. } 

it. Railroad owners are human .ana if a waterway actual or 
potential cuts down their -rates they don't want that waterway. 

From this very town of Shreveport, on Red River, before it 
was left off of the river and harbor appropriation bill, they 
had-that is, the railroad had-a rate on cotton to New Orleans 
of lSi cents per 100 pounds, or maybe it was 19 cents, while we 
were paying for a less distance in Texas 55 cents per 100 
pounds. This abandoned river is the great Red River. Rtm
ning into the Mississippi, the father of waters you haye the 
Missouri on the west, the Ohio on the east, the Red River and 
the Arkansas on the ·west, and the Tennessee on the east, 
which, in the order as I have named them, are the great riyers 
of the greatest and most fertile 'Valley of this continent. and 
they fit into the framework of tlle water system of the United 
States, which, when they are made navigable, will enable us 
to ship the products of the great valley down to the Gulf; :md 
then by the intercoastal canal, when it is completed, there will 
be a perfect framework, by which one portion of our country 
can communicate by water with the other portion . And when 
we pass laws rightly prohibiting cutthroat competition by the 
railroads, we will have cheaper freight rates for the coarser 
commodities and for all slow fl'eight. 

Let me explain what I mean by cutthroat competition. There 
are railroads from St. Louis, from Mempbi . from Cairo, to 
New ·Orleans and to the Gulf. The Mississippi Uiver also runs 
:frbm these cities 'to the Gulf. Now everybody 1.-nows tbnt u 
good freight boat can c.arry a cargo of any kind of freight 
from and to any of these cities or the Gulf chea11er than the 
same cargo can be carried by rail-but the rail route can 
carry it quicker-consequently on the basis of fair and equal 
competition the river naturally and really wou1d carry most 
of the nonperishable, slow, and bulk freight, wWle the roads 
would carry the more perishable and costly freight which de
manded quick transportation. Left to fair competition, both 
river and roads would get a fair and just share of the freight. 
There would ;never be any congestion of freight in the rail
road offices of these cities, and the Mississippi would be covered 
from St. Louis to its mouth with great "Vessels loaded with logs 
and lumber and cement and coal and cotton and hundreds of 
other commodities, while the roads would carry most of the 
high class and package freight. But the river is confined to its 
bed. It has no tentacles that can reach out into the countty 
away from its banks except the railroads, and there are but 
few centers of commerce or points-of origin of freight on its 
banks, and by refusing reasonable cooperation and accommoda
tion with water transportation, making high rates from the in
teriOl' to river points, and low rates from one river point to 
:mother river point, they can without les ening the aggregate 
amount of freight collectea actually starve river navigation to 
death. All this they have don-e and will continue to do so 
long as our laws permit them. They levy the tribqte of un
justly high rates on interior points in order to be able by un
justly low rates from river points to kill water transportation. 
Their selfish purpose is to secure tbe whole transportation of 
the United States for the roads, and then having destroyed 
all competition, to reap a rich harvest of au agO'regate bigh 
rate for the whole. They have followed this practice where
ever it was possible and wherever they ha Ye been allowed by 
law to do it. In this way they can lower their rates from St. 
Louis or Memphis or Shreveport be1ow po sib1e water rate , 
and I have actually seen railroads hauling aw logs down the 
bank of the Mississippi River. This is what I call the rail
road cutthroat method of competition. 

When we learn a little more we will get to the point where 
we can amend the laws so that the railroads can not make 
the Mississippi River dry, practically, as they have done in the 
past. I have been on that river when it was practically dry 
so far as freight was concerned. When we have a great systc:n 
of waterways and our laws · reformed so us to enable us to get 
the benefits of it, we will have a reduction in the general bmdeu 
of freights borne by the people of this country. It is no wonder 
that when the great railroad systems, who want to monopolize 
all the freights of this country, see a chance to charge vork
barrelism against this committee, they are quick to do it. It 
is hard to see good men fall into the meshes of their arguments 
and join in their clamor without losing respect for their good 
sense. They come here and charge ''pork barrel," and ju t 
appropl'iations are refused. It was not right to leaye out of 
this bill the Red River or any .other great project that so lo:J~ 
bas had the support of ·congress. · 

Mr. CALLAWAY. Will the gentleman yield? 
1\lr. HARDY. If I can get more time. 
1\fr. CALLAWAY. I will ask for it. 
Mr. HARDY. Very well. 
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Mr. CALLA. WAY. You say that the general burden of freight 

rate will be les ened on the backs of the people. Is it not a fact 
that the Interstate Commerce Commission has · just said that 
burden is not heavy enough on the backs of the people and have 
allowed the l'ailroads to increase their rates 5 per cent7 
· 1\1: . HARDY. You have asked the question, and I will an
swer it. 

~1r. Chairman, the freight rates of this country are from time 
to t ime regulated by our Interstate Commerce Commission. 
Undoubtedly, the aggregate of the freight rates mu. t be enough 
to pay actual expenses of the railroads that carry the freight 
and give them a fair profit, but I say that if you will enable 
the waterways to carry the heavy freight and the slow freight, 
and very much of the bulk freight, there will not be so much 
freight fot roads to carry, they will carry what they do carry at 
fair rates, and all water-bound freight will be carried at far 
less rates than the roads can carry it. What the railroads 
want to do is to monopolize all the freight. They want to carry 
every bit of it and my friend CALLA.W AY's course is helping 
them; and then they want such rates as will enable them to 
get high pay for carrying it all. Under the conditions I have 
de cribed they can do this if we as lawmakers let them. 
We have made a beginning toward preventing this cutthroat 
metllod of the railroa'ds, by our last laws on the subject, but 
we have not gone far enough. When we have advanced our 
great waterway system further toward completion, men like 
my friends from Texas and Wisconsin will see the light, and 
help us to give to waterways their just share of our freights 
at their cheaper rates and not be fooled into joining the rail
roads to oppose all waterway improvements. It bas been said 
here to-day that the average freight rate per ton per mile in 
the United States is 1 mills. That is approximately true. But 
the a -rerr.ge rate per ton per mile on my cotton and on yours is 
4 cents, or about 44- mills, for the simple reason that in our 
country there are no competing waterways. The e railroads 
went before our State railway commission and said that if they 
reduced the rate on cotton from 55 cents to 50 cents a hundred 
pounds it would bankrupt the roads. And yet those railroads 
while charging us 55 cents for 250 miles were voluntarily carry
ing cotton from Houston to New Orleans, 390 miles, but in com
petition with a waterway, at 12 cents a hundred pounds. They 
can figm·e ! And they sometimes pull the wool over the eyes of 
commissions. 

I say that when this country does its duty we will have a 
river and canal system like that of France, where you can 
carry a package by water from the southeastern corner of 
France to the northwestern without ever taking it off of the 
water. And when you get that system you will not have the 
railroads congested with freight which they can not carry. 
They will carry high-class freights and get high-class rates for 
it, and the cheaper freights will go by water and at lower rates. 

The CHAIID1AN. The time of the gentleman from Texas 
has e~'lJired. 

Mr. HARDY. 1\Ir. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent for 
five minutes more. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Texas asks unani
mous consent for fi-re minutes more. Is there objection? 

:Mr. 1\IANN. Mr. Chairman, reserving the right to object, I 
will say that I do not intend to do so. But I would like to 
inquire if the amendment of the gentleman from Louisiana is 
still pending? 

The CR..URl\IAN. Yes, sir. 
Mr. 1\IANN. Can not we reach an agreement as to the time 

for debate? 
1\lr. HARDY. I suppose the chairman would like to have 

such an agreement. I have no objection. 
1\fr. 1\IANN. We have had half an hour on it now. 
1\Ir. SPARKMAN. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent 

that all debate on this paragraph and amendments thereto 
close in 10 minutes, the gentleman from Texas [Mr. HARDY] to 
control five minutes and the gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. 
HUMPHREYS] five minutes. 

The CHAIR.MAl'f. The gentleman from Florida asks unani
mous consent that all debate on this paragraph and amend
ments thereto close in 10 minutes, the. gentleman from Texas to 
haYe fi.Ye minutes and the gentleman from Mississippi five 
minutes. Is there objection? 

Mr. WINGO. l\Ir. Chairman, reserving the right to object, 
where is this amendment supposed to be inserted? 

The CHAIRMAN. To be inserted after line 11 on page 20. 
1\fr. WINGO. That will simply close the debate on this 

paragraph? 
The CHAIRl\IAl"f. Close the debate on this amendment. Is 

there objection? 
There was no objection. 

Mr. HARDY. Mr. Chairman, I want to appeal to this House 
in behalf of this amendment, and to the Oorr.mittee on Rivers 
and Harbors. The great Ohio Riverhas been a wonderful bless
ing to her people, because they still continue to use it. The 
great Mississippi RiYer might be a wonderful blessing to the 
whole country. but by unfair means in our railroad-rate regula
tions it has been largely caused to be the same as a lry stream. 
The time will come when our counh·y will get its waterways in 
better condition than they are now. when some of the bles ings, 
such as were pointed out by the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
[1\lr. BARCHFELD] as having come to the city of Pittsburgh from 
water transportation, will come to us eyerywhere. · It will come 
when our Congress will adopt a Jaw under which the railroads 
can not use cutthroat methods to secure a monopoly of transpor
tation and when a great portion of om· transportation of com
modities will be on our rivers. We are a pitiful exhibition 
of statesmanship if we let the thousands of miles of navigable 
rivers in our country run to tJ?.e ocean without being laden with 
freight while the railroads monopolize transportation, part of 
which they ought not even to attempt to take. 

Here is the Red River, that for a long time has helped those 
people along its borders cut down their freight rates to a 
reasonable amount, now made dry because the appropriations 
have been stopped. There is no more deserving stream among 
all our inland waters. It affects the State of Arkansas and 
the State of Texas and the State of Louisiana and parts of 
Oklahoma. It is a great river, second only to the Ohio, with 
its tributaries, running into the Mississippi RiYer; and yet for 
some reasou the railroads were permitted by cutthroat methods 
to reduce their rates at Shreveport and other river towns while 
raising them at inland points till they killed transportation on 
this river, and we now second the operations of the railroads 
and cut off appropriations entirely, allow the river to fill with 
snags, and are apparently going to do nothing more till traffic 
resumes on the river. 

Mr._ Chairman, I do hope that this cry of "pork barrel," 
raised here and by the great newspapers of the country, will 
not deter us from doing our duty. We haYe a duty to perform 
to the whole people. I would like to ha-re it known what are 
the interests that are :fighting river and harbor appropriations. 
They are the great interests back of great newspapers that 
fight it every year, and it is the railroads that want to monopo
lize freights and raise their rates at ev-ery opportunity. 

Mr. FREAR. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 
'.rhe CHAIR~fAN. Does the gentleman from Texas yield to 

the gentleman from Wisconsin? 
Mr. HARDY. Just one moment. I think I caa anticipate 

the gentleman's question and thus save time. I know that 
Members here who are fighting different items in this bill have 
nothing in the world to do with these infiuences. I intended to 
say that. I have as high a regard for my friend CALLAWAY and 
for the gentleman from Wisconsin [1\fr. FBEAB] as I have for 
any 1\fember, but I do say sometimes it behooves us to look 
well to the company we are in, and when we find that we are 
fighting shoulder to shoulder with the great selfish interests of 
this country the significance of the fact ought to be patent to us. 
We ought to want to know why the railroads are fighting. They 
are fighting river and harbor appropriations because they want 
a monopoly of all freight, common and fine, carload and package, 
every kind. They do not want the waterways to carry an ounce 
or a pound or a ton of freight if they can help it. 

They know that every waterway decreases their power to 
tax the people, and that more and more this people will insist 
on the full, free use of cheap water transportation. I would 
like to see all our rivers made navigable, and then we shall 
have, like the backbone of a great whale, the Mississippi River 
coming down through the center of this country, its ribs run
ning out in the Red River, the Arkansas, the Ohio, the Ten
nessee, and the 1\Iissouri, and poming the riches of its freights 
into the cities on its banks and into the Gulf of Mexico, and 
from there going back through our intercoastal canal around 
the coast of the Gulf and the Atlantic and up our streams into 
the interior, giving our people water rates by actual transpor
tation and not by paper calculation and railroad differential 
rates only. I would like to see the amendment of the gentle
man from Louisiana [1\Ir. WATKINS] agreed to by the Com
mittee on Rivers and Harbors. I believe they ought to do it. 
and I believe the committee ought to put that appropriatioil of 
$100,000 on this bill and enact it into law. [Applause.] 

Mr. HUMPHREYS of Mississippi. 1\Ir. Chairman, I am, of 
course, sorry that the committee could not see their way clel.lr 
to incorporate this item of appropriation in the bill, but we 
were hedged about by limitations that are known and must be 
appreciated by all the Members of this House on both sides. 
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This particular item is for the Red River, which is a great 
river in many respects. There is now pending before the Com
mittee on Rivers and Harbors a proposition to improve this 
rh·er so as to make it a real commerce bearer, at a cost of 
several million dollars. 
- .Mr, ASWELL. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 

.Mr. HUMPHREYS of Mississippi. Yes; I yield. 
1\lr. ASWELL. I merely wanted to ask the gentleman from 

Mis i sinpi if be does not think it is imperative to continue this 
appropriation until that larger scheme can be put into effect, 
because it will require a long time? 

:Mr. HU~1PHREYS of Uis issippi. Well, if the committee had 
thought that, of cour e, it would have been included. It is a 
gTeat project, and if put into effect and executed it would make 
the Red River navigable. But in the opinion of the committee 
it is utterly impossible to restore navigation on the river by 
continuing the pre ent project. We have expended nearly 
3.000,000 on it, and yet the commerce bas almost disappeared. 

Mr. HARDY. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman allow me a 
que tion right there? 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Mississippi yield 
to the gentleman from Texas? 

Mr. HU~IPHREYS of Mississippi. Let me state the case first. 
Last year there were 26.000 tons of commerce on the river, 
and about 24,000 of that was lumber and sand and riprap that 
floated down the river. 

.Mr. ASWELL. Does that include the lumber product? 

.1\Ir. HUl\1PHREYS of ~fississippi. That included even the 
lumber product. That includes everything. There were on the 
ri•er 2 gasoline boats of 42 tons, and 2 steamboats of 497 tons 
which carried 10 passengers. 

i\Ir. ASWELL. That did not include the traffic below the 
mouth of the Black River, which is larger. 

l\Ir. HUMPHREYS of Mississippi. This includes all the 
commercial statistics of the Red River, Louisiana and Arkan
sas, below ·Fulton, Ark. From there to the mouth, unregistered, 
there were two ..,.asoline boats and four barges. Of the 20,000 
tons of timber, 15,000 tons went down in rafts. So that the com
mittee felt under the limitations which, as I said, confronted 
it. we couid not justify the appropriation of $100,000 for this 
rh·er. We found that after the appropriation of all this money 
the commerce continued to decrease and finally practically 
disappeared. Year before last it was 44,000 tons; then it 
dropped to 26,000 tons. The steamboats can not navigate that 
r"i",er in the condition it is in, unfortunately, because they can 
not undertake the hazards. It is very shallow and full of logs, 
and if the logs are snagged out, as this present project proposes 
they shall be, the water in the pools simply runs out of the 
pool above, and we ha-,e the same shallow condition as before. 
It is utterly impos ible, in the view of .the committee, to make 
that channel navigable so that it may be made serviceable to the 
people under the existing proj~ct. ~or that reasoll: the C?IJ?
mittee thought that the only w1se thing to do-not m a sp1r1t 
of unfriendliness to this project, and certainly not in a spirit 
of unfriendliness to the State, but the only thing that could 
be done in justice to the country-was to pass this over until 
we can take up and give proper consideration to a project that 
may be of real service. 

Mr. HARDY. Now will the gentleman yield? 
Ur. Hl.J~IPHREYS of Mississippi. Just excuse me for a 

moment, until I finish. I have only five minutes. The gentle
man had 15 minutes; his side has had 25 minutes. I just 
want to make this brief reply. I know it is charged on the 
floor and I know it is charged off the floor, with great vehe
men~e in some cases off the floor, that I am unfair to the State 
of Louisiana--

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 
All time has expired. The question is on the amendment of 
the gentleman from Louisiana. 

The question being taken, on a division (demanded by .Mr. 
GooDWIN of Arkansas and l\Ir. \\"ATKINs) there were-ayes 27, 
noe 64. 

Accordingly the amendment was rejected. 
l\Ir. REILLY of Connecticut. I move to strike out the last 

word. Mr. Chairman, to show that all of the money for river 
and harbor improvements is not squandered or misspent, and as 
proof of the great benefit that these appropriations can be to 
communities, let me read a bit in reference to matters that the 
committee bas already acted upon. I read from a letter printed 
:ln the Waterbury American of January 14, 1915, from a per
son who is visiting in Tampa and St. Petersburg, Fla., after an 
absence of 15 years. He is not a booster for a river and harbor 
appropriation. He tells interestingly of changes due in great 

part to improvements made as a result of river and harbor ' 
appropriations: 

The sail across· Tampa Bay was beautifully restful after 36 hours on 
a sleeper. Hillsboro River has been dredged since my last visit, so 
that now the boats, including some fair-sized sea goers come up into 
the heart of Tampa. For·merly Port Tampa, far down the peninsula 
which divided the big Tampa Bay proper on the west from the smaller 
Hillsboro Bay, was the shipping point for all but very small craft. It 
was reached by railroad and is, of course, still a busy spot. But our 
sea trip was about twice as long as the old one-two hours by schedule. 

St. Petersburg is my most serious shock thus far. I remember it 15 
years ago rather hazily as a slumberous little village, with a rickety 
wharf, a street of a few ramshackle wooden or brick structures, and 
a tiny terminal railroad station, from which one train a day arrived 
and dep:uted from and to Jax, and two little yellow trains, with wood
burning engines, arrived and depnrted from and to Tarpon Springs, at 
the head of the peninsula. Yesterday we dropped into a. city of paved 
streets, big buildings, trolley cars clanging in every direction, auto
mobiles blocking traffic. 

The old town seems to have been completely wiped out and built 
over. Centrnl Avenue runs up from the old or Atlantic Coa t Line 
wharf through the middle of the town. The streets are numbered from 
the water front westward. There are, I think, 15 or 16 of them in the 
developed area. 

All streets, so far as we have seen, are brick paved, running, I 
should say, from 30 feet upward in width. On each side is a grass plot 
15 or 20 feet wide ; then a broad. concrete sidewalk and a narrower 
grass plot outside the property line. There are 1·ows of palmettos 
which, with their sllort, thick boles and squatty verdure, give the same 
impression of formality that you get from boxed shrub in ll. big city 
street. ThP.re is good water, sewers, gas, electricity, and fire alarm. 

If one wants a temperate tropical climate1 with every city conven
ience, he can not find a better place than thiS on the eastern coast of 
this continent, I should say. But it doesn't appeal to me. I still 
mourn my old, sleepy, enchanting St. Petersburg-this place ought to 
be " Petrogard " ; it isn't St. Petersburg . 

And why? Because judiciously spent appropriations by Con
gress have changed sleepy old St. Petersburg into a modern, 
up-to-date city. [Applause.] 

The CHAIRMAN. By unanimous consent, the pro forma 
amendment will· be considered as withdrawn, and the Clerk 
will read. 

The> Clerk read as follows : 
Inland waterway from Mermentau River to Sabine River, Ln. and 

Tex.: For maintenance, $8,000. 
Mr. WATKINS. M1·. Chairman, I offer an amendment. 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Louisiana offers an 

amendment, which the Clerk will report. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
Page 20, between lines 16 and 17, insert: 
" Sabine River, La. : From OrangeJ Tex., to Logansport, La., $30,000, 

for construction of a snag boat ana its operation for a period of one 
year in taking out logs ; which logs are to be sold, the proceeds to go to 
pay expenses, in conformltv with the recommendations of the Bonrd of 
Engineers for Rivers and· Harbors, as per House Document No. GOB, 
Sixty-third Congress, second session." 

.Mr. WATKINS. Mr. Chairman~ this is a new project, and for 
that reason-and I conceive that is the only reason-the Ri¥ers 
and Harbors Committee thought proper not to incorporate it 
into this bill. The Board of Engineers for Rivers and Harbors 
made a very long report upon this propo ition, recommending 
it favorably; and I want to state to the member of this com
mittee that the estimates and the evidence on the hearing 
sho"\\ed that there are approximately $500,000 worth of logs 
which can be taken out of tllis river and sold, making the ri\er 
a navigable stream without costing the Government anything 
at all, except the $30,000 which it expends for the purpose of 
constructing this boat, and e-ven that is to be paid back out of 
the proceeds of the sale of these logs. This is recommended by 
the Board of Engineers. It is a financial propo ition wllich is 
a sound one. It will enhance· the revenues of the Government 
to a large extent, and it is perfectly feasible in every respect. 
I ask for a vote, and hope to obtain the fa-,orable action of the 
House on this proposition. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment of the 
gentleman from Louisiana [l\fr. WATKINS]. 

The question was taken; and on a division (demanded by Mr. 
WATKINs) there were-ayes 13, noes 37. 

Accordingly the amendment was rejected. 
1\Ir. DUPRE. .Mr. Chairman, I had intended at· this juncture 

to offer an amendment to insert a new paragraph, but I ha 'i·e 
decided not to do so, and I should like five minutes in "·hich 
to explain why I have decided not to offer this amendment. 

The CHA.IRMAN. The gentleman move to strike out the 
last words, a.nd is recognized for fiye minutes. 

1\fr. DUPRE. Mr. Chairman, the amendment I had in mind 
was an amendment which was reported to the Senate when the 
ill-fated river and harbor bill of 1914 was before thn t uody. 
The amendment received the fa-vorable action of the Commerce 
Committee of the Senate. It reads as follows: 

Between lines 16 and 17 insert the following new paragraph : 
" Improving waterway from Mississippi River to Bayou Tecbe. La .. in 

accordance with the report submitted in llouse Document i\o. GlO, 

, 
/ 

i. 
I 
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Sixty-third Congress, second session, $100,000, and 1n constructing said 
waterway the Secretary of War may use such portion or portions of 
any private canals as may be suitable for the purpose and can be ac
qmred upon satisfactory terms." 

Grande Can::tl as an independent project. We call upon the Senators 
from Texas and Louisiana to demand that the following amendments 
be made to the rivers and harbors bill : 

First. Appropriation for the New Orleans-Morgan City section of 
the canal on a tide-level plan, with a minimum depth of 9 feet. 

Second. Provision for the Sabine-Galveston section of the inland 
waterway along such approved route as will secure a minimum depth 
of 9 fe~t on tide level. In the event that the existing survey is not 
along lines where such depth can be maintained, we demand that the 
amendment offered to the Commerce Committee of the Senate authorize 
such survey as will connect the important ports of Galveston, Houston, 
Beaumont, Port Arthur, Orange, Sabine, and the tributary rivers in a 
9-foot tide-level canal. 

This meeting, representing the shippers and producers of the great 
commodities of the coast, viz. lumber, oil, rice, sulphur, salt, sugar, 
and various farm products, insists that the tonnage represented is 
entitled to immediate relief, which can only be afforded by a con
tinuous waterway connecting all ports and tributary rivers of the 
coast; and it again urges its Representatives In Congress to take a 
positive stand for the amendments herein. 

C. S. E. Holland, VIctoria, Tex.; J. S. Cullinan, Houston, 
Tex .. ; G. J. Palmer, Houston, Tex.; Adolph Boldt, 
Housto~ Tex. ; S. Taliaferro, Houston, Tex. ; R. W. 
Wier, Houston, Tex. ; Theo. Heyck, Houston, Tex. ; 
J. Q. Tabor, Houston. Tex. ; D. D. Peden, Houston, 
Tex.; R. M. Johnston, Houston, Tex.; R. A. Welsh, 

I realize that this is a new project, although a great number 
of my constituents differ with me on that point. It is true it 
is a part of the intercoa tal canal system on which a favorable 
report has been made, the system extending from St. Georges 
Sound to Brownsville; bnt that system is divided into a num
ber of links and sections. Each section stands on its own bot
tom. Unfortunately, in spite of the fact that before the Senate 
committee Col. Beach, the engineer in charge, declared that this 
section from Morgan City to the Mississippi Ri'rer was the most 
important segment of this system, still it was one of the last 
that was reported upon, and accordingly it stands before the 
House to-day as a project for which no appropriation bas ever 
been made, and which has no further basis than a favorable 
report from the Chief Engineer of the United States Army 
Corps, a report never acted upon or approved by Congress. 
That, I understand, is the difference between a new and an old 
project, as determined by the committee and recognized by this 

~~ 'l I belie'\" 'e then that as it is a new project and as I have been 
assured by members of the committee that no new project of· 
any kind has been inserted in this bill, although there may be 
two or three that are skating on mighty thin ice-which I could 
mention if I cared to be personal-and as I am convinced that 
these gentlemen are acting in good faith and have sought to 
exclude all new projects, and as I remember the legislative 
"hold-up" that the rivers and harbors bill encountered in the 
Senate last year, and as. I do not want to be responsible for 
defeating this legislation by OY"erloading the bill, I think its 
passage can best be accomplished by standing behind the meas
ure as the committee reported it, and I will not press the 
amendment at this time. I shall, however, insert certain reso
lutions adopted by Y"arious organizations in Louisiana and 
Texas, in which they pay their compliments to Congress and 
my elf for the views that this House and I entertain on the 
subject. 

Houston, Tex. ; H. F. MacGregor, Houston, Tex.; E. R. 
Spotts, Houstop_, Tex. ; George Waverly Briggs, Gal
veston, Tex.; Hugh Jackson, Beaumont, Tex. ; A. E. 
Masterson, Angleton, Tex.; S. B. Stewart, New Orleans, 
La. ; uon Locke, Lake Charles, La. ; H. B. Moore, 
Texas City, Tex. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentlen:L:w from Louisiana asks unani
mous consent to extend his remarks in the RECORD. Is there 
objection? 

Tbere was no objection. 
'Ibe following is the matter referred to: 

Resolution adopted by the inland waterway committee of the New 
Orleans Association of Commerce, in session, Monday, December 28, 
1914. 
Resolved by the inland watero;ay committee of the ll~eto Orleans 

Association of Oomn1-erc~1 That the exclusion from the pending rivers 
and harbors bill of the New Orleans-Morgan City and Sabine-Galveston 
links o! the Mississippi-Rio Grande Intercoastal Canal on the ground 
that these links are new projects is contradictory to the essential 
requisites to be considered in the construction or improvement of in
land waterways, inasmuch as the Mississippi-Rio Grande Intercoastal 
Canal is one project. approved as such by the United States Engineers 
and to be worth while and to justify the investment already made, 
and its consideration under the head of interstate commerce, it must 
be so completed ; be it further 

Resolved, That we do hereby instruct our delegate (Mr. S. B. 
Stewart) to the meeting of the executive committee of the Interstate 
Inland Waterway League, to be held at Houston, Tex., December 30, 
to urge upon that meeting that it demand of the delegations in Con
gress from Louisiana and Texas that they insist upon the inclusion 
of these two links in the single project of the Mississippi-Rio Grande 
Intercoastal Canal in the pending rivers and harbors bill ; be it 
further 

Resolved, That our delegate be instructed to set forth the judgment 
of. this committee before the executive committee meeting to the 
effect that the exclusion of these links in this unit project from the 
Mississippi to the Rio Grande is violative of every fundamental of 
business adminif>tration and tends to be destructive of the cause of 
inland waterway transportation in the region affected ; be it further 

Resolved, That copies of these resolutions be sent to the members of 
the Louisiana congressional delegation and the newspapers of the States 
of Louisiana and Texas. 

Attest: 

NEw ORLEANS Associ.A.TION OF Coll:M:ERCE, 
B. B. M YLES, 

Acting Ohait·man Inland Waterway Committee. 

M. B. TREZEVANT, General Manager. 

The executive committee of the Interstate Inland Waterway League 
of Louisiana and Texas, and representatives of the various business 
intere ts of both States, at a special meeting held in Houston, Tex., 
this 30th day of December, resolve as follows: 

We take issue with such members of the Rivers and Harbors Com
mittee of Congress as declare that any section of the inland water
way of Texas and Louisiana, popularly known as the intercoastal 
canal, is a new project, and we call their attention to all reports ln 
connection with this waterway which read " The inland waterway from 
tbe Rio Grande to the Mississippi River." 

The presentation made by certain Congressmen who include the 
intercoastal canal with projects on the Atlantic seaboard, some of 
which exist only on paper and for which no surveys or appropriations 
have been made. is an injustice to the commercial interests of both 
Stntes, which long ago secured recognition of the Mississippi-Rio 

:Mr. BRYAN. :Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last 
two words. I take a great deal of delight in appearing here 
for a little matter that I want to present at the same time my 
friends and colleagues and relatives from Louisiana are on the 
scene. It is a great delight to me that my great grandmother 
was a Broussard, and therefore " Cousin BoB BRoussARD " is 
the real name of the gentleman from Louisiana as he looks 
to me. 

As I was returning to the last session of Congress I had 
called to my attention by a gentleman on the train a situation 
which I belieY"e ought to be considered in connection with this 
bill. The rate of pig iron from Birmingham to Mobile, if in
tended for coastwise shipment to the Pacific coast, bears a 
rate of $2.75 per ton; if that same pig iron is intended for 
Cuba it bears a rate of $1 per ton to the identical port and 
over the identical railroad. It seems to me that that fact is 
proof positive that independent of waterways and independent 
of railways there is a rate discrimination a.t times that is ab
solutely inexplainable.. 

The idea that if we on the Pacific coast want to boy pig 
iron from Birmingham, in the home State of the able leader of 
the Democratic Party, for shipment to the Pacific coast we 
have to pay a rate of $2.75 per ton to the seaboard to aid the 
railroads put it o\er the steamships, whereas if Cuba wants 
to buy it she gets the same service for $1.75 per ton less. I 
think that if the riY"er and harbor bill will cure that situation 
it will indeed be a. valuable and precious docume.nt to us, for 
we need pig iron and iron piping and other such products on 
the Pacific coast and in Alaska. 

But, gentlemen, I do not believe it can cure it. We of the 
Pacific coast, when we want that product, haY"e gone to China 
and imported a vast amount of pig iron. We could go to the 
Birmingham district at the $1 rate to the seaboard. Ships are 
anxious to carry it through the Panama Canal. The same con
ditions prevail in regard to other commodities. 

The rate is $2.75 per thousand pounds on this pipe if you 
take it for coastwise shipment to the Pacific coast, but $1.50 
if you take it there to reship to Cuba. That is the situation 
that I wanted to take advantage of this opportunity to call 
attention of gentlemen, particularly the gentlemen from Gulf 
Coast States, the gentlemen from Alabama and Louisiana, and 
others, in the hope that this anomalous situation may be 
remedied. I ask, in connection with the matter, to insert in 
the RECORD some figures in connection with the rates, for 
the benefit of Members, and I do it with the hope of starting 
something, so that both Alabama and the Pacific coast will 
derive the benafit, in part at least, of the canal route. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Washington asks 
unanimous consent to extend his remarks in the REcoRD. Is 
there objection? · 

There was no objection. 
The following is the matter above referred to : 

INTERSTATE CO"!IH.IERCE COMMISSION, 

Hon. J. W. BRYAN, 
House of Representatives. 

OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY, 
Washington, December_ 18, 191.f. 

MY DEAR Sm: Replying to your favor of the 9th instant, I am for
warding you herewith a statement prepared by our Division of Tariffs, 
showing rates, both domestic and export, from Birmingham, Ala.~ to 
Mobile, Ala., appiying on pig iron, iron piping, lumber, cotton, and 
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other principal commodities which are shown in tariffs filed with the 
Interstate Commerce Commission. I have endeavored to have the 
statement preparPd sufficiently in detail to cover fully your inquiry. 

Respectfully, 
G. B. McGINTY, Secretary. 

(Inclosure.} 
The following is a statement showing rates, both domestic :md ex· 

port, from Birmingham to Mobile1 Ala.i applying_ <_>n pig iron, iron pip
ing lumber, cotton, and other prmc1pa commodities, which are shown 
in tariffs filed with the commission: 

Commodity descrip
tion. Rates in cents. 

Pig iron, carload..... 275 per 2,240 pounds. 

Do ..... . ........ 100 per 2,240 pounds. 

Cast-iron pipe, car- 275 per 2,000 pounds. 
load. 

Do ... . .......... 150 per 2,000 pounds. 

Cotton.. . . . . . . . . . . . . . 45 per 100 pounds . . . 
Do ....... . ...... 48 per 100 pounds-.. . 

Coal, carload......... 110 per 2,000 pounds. 

D<'. . . . . . . . . . . . . . 100 per 2,000 pounds. 

Do ................... do .............. . 

Staves, carload ..... . 
Tallo-v, carload .... .. 

Do ..... . ....... . 
Bar and rod iron, 

carload. 

13 per 100 pounds .. . 
22 per 100 pounds .. . 
26 per 100 pounds .. . 
10 per 100 pounds .. . 

Application. 

Rate includes shipside delivery on 
coastwise movements by barges or 
sailing vessels from Mobile. 

Export rate on traffic destined to for
rugn points and countries, including 
insular territories under jurisdiction 
of United States. Includes shipside 
delivery. 

Shown as local rate. 

Export rate on traffic destined to for· 
mgn points and countries. including 
insular territories under jurisdiction 
of United States. Includes shipside 
delivery. 

Local rate. 
Applies only as inland proportion or 

export rate on traffic destined to for
eign destinations moving on through 
bills of lading. Includes shipsldo 
delivery. 

Applies only when for bunkerage pur
poses other than for export. Includes 
cost or lowering from cars to barges or 
into vessels. 

Applies when for movements by vessel 
to Galveston and other Gulf ports. 
Includes cost of lowering from can 
to vessels. 

Applie3 to ship side for export to foreign 
countries. 

For export. Includes ship-3ide deli>ery. 
Do. 

Local sixth-class rate. 
For export. Includes ship-3ide delivery. 

12 per 100 pounds... Local rate. 
100 per 2,240 pounds. For export. Includes ship-3ide delivery. 

Do ............. .. 
B 1oom s, billets, 

muck bars, ingots, 
etc. 

Do ............. . 
Lumber, rough or 

dressed. 
Lumber, surfaced, 

carload. 
Machinery, car load .. 
:Machinery, harvest

ing, binder twine, 
farm wagons, and 
gasoline farm en
gines, carload. 

275 per 2,240 pounds. Local rate. 
9tt per 100 pounds. . Local or for export. 

13 per 100 pounds ... For export only. 

19 per 100 pounds ... For export. Includroship-3ide delivery 
23 per 100 pounds. . . Local rate. · 

NOTE.-Alabama intrastate rates fixed by the Alabama State commis
sion are not on file. 

Authorities· Washburn's I. C. C., 107; Washburn's I. C. C., 112; 
Wasbbur~·s I. C. C.'---121; M. & 0., I. C. C., A-1017; L. & N., l. C. C., 
A-12137, Southern 11y., I. C. C., A-6200. 

Ur. BRYAN. I ask the business men of Birmingham and the 
Gulf cities to take up this data and look into the facts and find 
out why such a situation should exist. One dollar per ton from 
Birmingham to Mobile if for reshipment to Cuba, but if for re
shipment from Mobile to the Pacific coast $2.75 per ton from 
Birmingham to Mobile. What is the difference to the railroad 
what becomes of the pig iron after it reaches Mobile? 

The Clerk read as follows : 
Bayous Bartholomew, Macon, D'Arbonne, nnd Corney, and Boeuf and 

Tensas Rivers, La. : For maintenance, $10,000. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Louisiana asks unani
mous consent to insert a contract and memorial in the llEcmm. 
Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 
The conh·act and memorial follow : 

Whereas by section 10 of an act of Congress approved March 3, 1899, 
entitled "An act making appropriations for the construction, repai.r, 
and preservation of certain public works on rivers and harbors, and for 
other purposes," it is provided that it shall not be lawful to build or 
commence the building of lillY wharf, pier, dolphin, boom, weir, break· 
water, bulkhead, jetty, or other structures in any port, road tead, 
haven, harbor, canal, navigable river, or other water of the United 
States, outside established harbor lines, or where no harbor lines have 
been established, except on plans recommended by the Chief of Engi
neers and authorlz.ed by the Secretary of War; and it shall not be law
ful to excavate ot· fill, or in any manner to alter or modify the course, 
location, condition, or capacity of any port, roadstead, haven, harbor, 
canal, lake, harbor of refuge, or inclosure within the limits of any 
breakwater, or of the channel of any navigable water of the United 
States, unless the work has been recommended by the Chief of Engi
neers and authorized by the Secretary of War prior to beginning the 
same; 

And whereas application has been made to the Secretary of War by 
the board of commissioners of the Caddo levee district, Caddo ral'i . h, 
La., for authority to close the mouth of Twelvemile Bayou, in the 
State of Louisiana, with a dike, at the point at which it now enters 
Red River, and to divert its waters through Cro s Lake and Cross 
Bayou by way of "'l'he Pass" and "Bonners Ditch" into Red River, 
at Shreveport, La .• about G miles below the present mouth of Twelve
mile Bayou, the plans for which have been recommended by the Chief 
of Engineers · 

Now, therefore, thts is to certify that the Secretary of War hereby 
authorizes the said work of closing the mouth of Twelvemile Bayou, 
La., with a dike, at the point at which said bayou now enters Red 
River, and diverting the waters of said bayou through Cross Lake nnd 
Cross Bayou by way of "'.fhe Pass" nnd "Bonner Ditch" into the 
Red River at Shreveport, La., about 5 miles below the present mouth 
of Twelvemile Bayou, all as shown on the attached map, upon the 
following conditions: 

1. That it is to be understood that this authority does not give any 
property rights, either in real estate or material, or any exclusive 
privilege; and that it does not authorize any injury to private property 
or invasion of private rights or any infringement of State laws ot· regu
lations; nor does it obviate the necessity of obtaining State assent 
to the wotk authorized, as it merely expresses the a sent of the Fed
eral Government. so far as concerns the public rights of navigation, 
(See Cummings 11. Chicago, 188 U. S., 410.} 

2. That the work shall be subject to the supervision and approval of 
the Engineer officer of the United States Army in charge of the local!ty. 

3. That if at any Ume :n the future it shall be made to appear to 
the Secretary of War that the work causes unreasonable obstruction 
to the free navigation of said waters the grantee will be required, upon 
due notice from the Secretary of War, to remove or alter the same so 
as to render navigation through said waters reasonably free, easy, and 
unobstructed. 

4. 'l'hat there shall bt> installed and maintained on th e work, by and 
at the expense of the grantee, such lights and signals as may be pre
scribed by the Bureau of Lighthouses, Department of Commerce and 
Labor. 

5. That the location of the proposed closing dike shall be approxi
mately as indicated on the attached map. 

6. That the channel from Twelvemile Bayou to Red River shall be 
of such dimensions, and so located, that it will provide at least 4-foot 
navigation from Red River into Twelvemile Bayou when Red River is 
at a stage of 5 feet on the Shreveport gauge. 

7. That the plans for the construction of the proposed diverting 
canal shall be submitted to and receive the approval of the Secretary 
of War prior to commencing operations under this permit. 

8. That all bridges crossing this waterway between Twelvemile 
Bayou and Red River shall be so changed, at the expense of the grantee 
or other local interests, as to pro>ide suitable passage for all boats 
using the waterway. 

9. That the proposed channel or diverting canal shall be a free 
public waterway, subject to the Federal laws relating to such waters, 
and shall be subject to such modification by the United States at any 
time in the future as the interests of navigation may require. 

10. That the mouth of Twelvemile Bayou shall not be closed untll 
the channel between said bayou and Red River has been excavated and 
fully opened to navigation, and the bridges crossing it changed, to the 
satisfaction of the Secretary of War. 

11. That this permit shall e-xpire by limitation if no advantage is 
taken thereof before December 31, 1916. 

Witness my hand this 9th day of May, 1913. 
HENRY BRECKINRIDGE, 

.Assistant Secretary ot Wa,·. 

1\Ir. WATKINS. Mr. Speaker, I offer the following amend- MEMORIAL. 
m ent. To tlle Cong,.ess of tlte United States: 

Th Cl k d f 11 The memorial of the board of commissioners of the Caddo levee 
e er • rea us 0 ows: district, a corporation and hody politic created by act No. 74 of the 

Amend, on page 21, between lines 8 and !), by inserting the following: acts of the General Assembly_ of the State of Louisiana for the year 
"The Caddo Levee Board is authorized to close Twelvemile Bayou 1892, with respect shows : 

&nd make a channel through Cross Bayou to Red River, all in Caddo 1. That said levee district c0mprises the alluvial portion of the 
Parish, La., in conformity with the recommendation of the Chief of territory forming the parish of Caddo; that these alluvial lands ag-gre· 
Engineers and the approval of the Secretary of War, as per agreement gate many t housands of acres of very rich and fertile lands, which 
of May 9, 1913." wet·e subject t o overflow from the waters of Red River and its tribu· 

taries; that the sy tem adopted by the State of Louisiana to reclaim 
Mr. SP.A.RK:MAN. Mr. Chairman, I reserve a point of order its lowlands f rom floods is the levee and drainage system; that there 

O'a·nst that is a general State tax lcviPd for levee purposes, and this Is supple-
ab 1 • · mented by levee-district taxation; that the Caddo levee district is a 

1\Ir. WATKINS. 1\Ir. Chairman, I will ask that this agree- levee-taxing district and it3 board of commissioners annually levies 
ment signed by the Assistant Secretary of War and a memorial taxation upon the alluvial lands and upon the products of same for 
from n e board of commissioners from Caddo levee district be lev:.e rf~~tirw~thd {g~s~~;~~onogt~~~~~esfrom the State and from IHee
read in my time, and if I have any time left I will explain the district taxation and from the sale and lease of swamp and overflowed 
matter. I will not ask the Clerk to read the contract, because lands donated by the State to the levee district, a levee system. pro· 
l·t 1· 8 a photoo.,.raph and difficult to read, but let him read the tecting the river lands and the lowlands back from the ri v:e r, has been 

practically completed with one exception. and that exception is the 
memorial, and I will put the contract in the RECORD also. channel of what is known as Twelvemile Bayou. 
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3: The IIne of levees-coming . down ft<tm the-Arka n:sa:S line; north of 

tb..e city of Shreveport, has )?een eomplmed· t() Twe.tv~mile Bayou.- and 
has been completed f:Jrom -Twelvem.U.e Bayou to Cross Bayou, which. 
latter bayou is the north boundary of the municipal limits of Shreve
port, and Pmpties into Red River at Shreveport. 

prepared, the- sam~ to be attested by the president and seeretary of th~ 
beard and forwarded, with a copy of this resolution, to ea.ch Congre&.&· 
man w:.un:~s and Se.nators TaoRN'rON and RANsDELL.'' · 

Carried. 
A true CQPY'· 

W. A. KIRBY, Becrclat·y. The hiJls of Cadd'o Parisb touch the Red Rive!! and run along the 
river at Shreveport ror about 2 miles, so that Shreveport is located on 
the hills. From the lower or southern boundary of Shreveport the levee Mr. SPARKMAN (interrupting' the reading). Mr. Chairman, 
system extends on down the tiver to the- southern boundary line of I have not heard the reading' of the entire resolution. but so 
Ca1t~h~:r;s~pars. and is the fact, that the levee system of the Caddo far as it goes it appears it has nothing to do with the question 
levee district is complete, except the one gap at TweiYemile Bayou. of navigation or the improvement of any navigable water. That 

4. At high-water stages of the river the water backs up the channel I suspected when I made the point of order. If the Chair 
ot Twelvemile Bayou and overflow_s and · affects the drainage of many should sustain the oirrt of order it o ld mak 't c 
thou ands of acres of alluvial land's, to protect which from ftoods was P • w u pe 1 unne essary 
the purpose of the creation of the CaddQ levee district. to finish th~ reading. 

5. Twelvemile Bayou is the lower link of the chain of bayous and The CHAIRMAN (Mr. FLooD .of Virginia). This is a memo-
lakes which form the navigable waterway from Jefferson, Tex.., to· the rial that is being read. The gentleman reserved the point of 
Red River. Tbr other links in the chain are Soda Lake, the channel 
between Soda Lake and Caddo (or Ferry) Lake, Caddo Lake, and order- against the amendment. 
Buffalo Bayou. 1\Ir. SP ARKl\iAN. If the Ohair would sustain the point of 

6. Twelvemile Bayou flows into Red River 6 miles north of Shreve- order; 1t would make it unnecessary to continue the reading of 
port. It formerly made its junction with Red River a short mile above the resolution. • 
the mouth of Cross Bayou, which latter bayou flows into Red River at 
Shreveport. · The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman reserved the point, and the 

7. If the channel of Twelvemile Bayou, at ov above its mouth, 'is Clerk started to read the memorial in the time of the gentleman 
permitted to be closed by dam constructed across it, the levee system -
of the Caddo levee district would be complete from the Arkansas line from Louisiana who desired it read in Ws time. 
to the lowell or suuthern boundary of the parish of Caddo. · .Mr. WATKINS. Mr. Chairman, when the memorial is fin-

S. But we do not ask that this dam be constructed across Twelve- 'sh d I o ld l'k t b h d th · t f d 
mile Bayou until a new navigable channel or waterway; be constructed 1 e w u 1 e 0 e ear on e pom 0 or er. 
to take the place of that portion of the channel of Twelvemlle Ba.vou The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read. 
which will be rendered ·unnavigable by the proposed dam. and in this The Clerk continued the reading of the memoriaL 
connection your memorialists aver that the Caddo levee board proposes Mrr STAFFORD (interrupting the reading). i\Ir. Chairman, 
that Con~ress, in granting authority to close Twelvemile Bayou. make I understand tha4- H .... e !!entleman from Flor1'da has made the 
it -conditiOnal that this new chanel to take its place shall be first " Wl.' ~ 
constructed under plans and specifications approved by the War De· point of order. 
partm~nt; that the 'United States engineer officers in charge o! the The CHA.IRMAN. He has reserved the point of order. 
Red River and of the waterway to Jefferson, Tex., have already signi- 1\!r. SPARKMAN. Mr. Chairman, I makTe the poi'nt of order. 
(jed their approval of the proposed new channel. 

9. That the proposed new channel w<iuld make out of Twelvemile The CHAIRMAN. The situation is this: An amendment was 
Bayou at a point where there is already a natural outlet from that offered, and the gentleman from Louisiana fl\ir. w ATKT "'Rl b~ v-
bayou, known as " the Pa s." connecting .the waters of Soda Lake and · 6 its outlet, Twelvemile Bayou, with Cross Lake; that this outlet or mg the oor, asked that the memorial be read in his time, and 
"pass" is also known iocally as the Tiin Mooring Slough, extending : he was recognized for that purpose. 
a distance of several: miles from where it leaves Twelvemile Bayou Mr STAFFORD ur "'b ·rm lia t · · t.o Cro s Lake; that in the bed of lower Cross Lake this pass or slough · · J.U. • ~ ai an, a par men ary mqmry. 
encounters what is locally known as Bonn~rs Dltch or Slough, which , The CHAIR!\.IAN. The gentleman will state it. 
was originally a natural chanel draining part of the waters of Soda 1\!r. STAFFORD. I make this further question: When any 
Lake and Cross Lake into Cross Bayou, which ba.you is the sole drain- Member, when a point of order has been reserved. makes the 
age of the waters of Cross Lake into Red River; that Cross Bayou · f 
be ... ins at the foot of Cross Lake and is· formed by what is known as : pomt o order that immediately terminates the time whlch any· 
Bowmans Chute, Middle Bayou. and Bonners Slough; and that from Member is using under a reservation of -the point of order, does 
where Cross Bayou begins, at the · foot of Cross Lake. to its entrance it not? 
i_nto Red 'River at Shreveport its length is only about 2~ miles. The CHAI'R~"~~r. The OhPh· did not keep count of the time 

10. That the proposed new channel · will utilize the Tim Moorings - .... u...::u'i <U-J. 

"Pass .. or Slough. Bonners Slough, and Cross Bayou1 thus bringing the memorial has consumed The Ohair rules that the gentle.. 
the wat~rs, which' now go down Twelvemile Bayou, mto Red River man ha.s five minutes in which to- have- this read. 
just north of the city of Shreveport, making the mouth of Cross Bayou u S . 
at Shreveport the ·outlet · of those waters into Red River instead of the · J.Ur. TAFFORD. Do- I · understand ·that when the pomt of. 
mouth of Twelvemile Bayou. . , o-:~er is resen·ed and a gentleman proceeds to discuss the prop9· 

11. That the proposed new channel wtll shorten the distan.ce which s1t10n on the merits that no Member is entitled to make ilie 
these waters have to travel to reach Red River very matenally and . . . 
greatly improve and facilitate the drainage of .the country. pomt ·of order· m those five mmutes? 

12. That the channels knowp as Tim Moorings Slough and Bonners The CHAIRMAN. The gentlem-an is entitled to his five 
Slougb will have to be n;~ateriaily widened and _deepened to make the minutes 
proposed new channel equal to Twelvemile Bayou as ·a · link in the · 
navigable waterway to Jefferson, Tex., and this it is proposed to do; Mr. STAFFORD. And nobody else is entitled to demand the 
that Cross Bayou will requi-re -no dredging at all, it already having a regular order? · 
del~. 8T~a'P~~~ cbd~rae~ce between the mouth of Cross Ba.you and the . Tbe OHA:IIUfAN. The Ohair thinks that nobody can take a 
present mont~ of Twelvemile Bayou is, as. already stated, · 6 miles, and Member off the floor uutil he has consumed his five minutes. • 
the State board of engineers of Louisiana es~ate. that by giving the Mr. SPAl,tKMAN. Mr. Chairman_, I think the five minutes 
waters of tbe lakes above Shreveport an outlet mto Red River thro~h have long since ·been consumed 
Cross Bayou instead of through the present mouth of Twel~emile . • . . . · 
Bayou will make a difference of between 4 and 5 feet in favor of the The OHAIR~iAN. The Ohair thinks that · Is true. Tbe time 
better drainage of the towlands, besides greatly facilitating the Caddo of the gentleman from Louisiana has expired. 
lev.f~eb~~~~~~si~o:Jd~r~! ~~ot ~~~g~t~ftsts pray for favorable action 1\fr. WATKil~S. Mr. Chairm.an, the memorial has been 
by Congress on the resolution formally adopted by the board of com· almost completed, and I ask unarumous consent that the merno
wissioners Qf the Caddo levee district at its meeting on DecembeF 9, rial be put in the RECORD. 
1914, a copy of which resolution is hereto annexed and made part Th OHAin'"'AN Th t1 f L · • · 
berrot. The relief wanted as set forth in said resolution, is the per- e u ,.Lu • e gen. eman ro~ oms1ana_ asks unam-
mlssion of Congress to close Twelvemlle Bayou by- dam across it at mous consent that the memorial along with that which has beei\ 
some point below where the proposed new channel will make out of. that read be incorporated in the RECOru>. Is there objection? 
bayou, but this closing of Twelvemile Bayou not to ~e ac.complished There was no ObJ'ection 
until the new channel way is opened up to the sahsfact10n ot the M WATKINS 1\f Oh. • · I . 
Secretary of War. r. . .o r.. a1rman, woJ1}.d like to be heard now 

And yout memorialists •will ever pray, etc. upon the point of order. 
President Jaa~o ~e~~Lll'oard~ The CHAIRMAN. The Ohair will hear the gentleman upon 

w. A. KIRBY, the point of o:rder. 
Secretary Oaddo Levee Bo-m·d. Mr. W .ATKINS. Mr. Chairman, the chairman of the Com-

Excerpt from minutes 
held December 9, 1914: 

of the meeting of Caddo levee board mittee on Rivers and Harbors certainly could not have under
stood the purport of the resolution and memorial, else he would 
not have reserved or made the point of order. Be did not 
know what was contained in the memorial At most he conld 
only ·have heard the amendment that was 'offered. The farts 
are that some four years ago Congress passed in the river 
and harbor appropriation hill a provision for a permanent dam 
to be constructed at the foot of Caddo Lake, which is a 
tributary of the Red River, cutting off the navigation between 
this b:ran-ch of the Red River and the main body of the river. 
Tbe Caddo levee board had been building levees on the river 
from the Arkansas line near the city of Shreveport, where there 
is an outlet of this closed stream running into the Red River, 
and when they got to that point they were allowed by this 
agreement between the Secre-t:ary of Wu..r and the Caddo levee 

J. M. Robinson offered the following resolution, seconded by John 
Glassell; 

u Be i~ resolved by the board ot commissioners of the Oaddo levee 
dist1·ict, in session this, the 9th day of December, 1914, That Congress· 
man WATKINS and Senators THORNTON and R.A~SDELL be, and are 
hereby, requested to prepare and have passed by oogress a bill formally 
authorizing tbe closing of Twelvemile Bayou and the opening in lieu 
thereof of a new channei or waterway through what is known as 
Tim Moortngs Chute arid its connections and Bonnet'S Channel and 
Cross Bayou to Red. River, just above· the city of Shreveport, said new 
channel proposed to be opened to be of such dimensions as th.e War 
Department has approved 9r will approve, and to form a link in the 
navigable waterway from the city of Shreveport ' to the city· of Jefferson 
in Texas. 

" Resolved further, That this board attach to this resolution a me
morial to Congress urging the' passage ot tbe bill above mentioned, and 
that the president of tlle board prepare such meJil()rial, and, when 
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board to close up Twel1emile Bnyou, provided they would 
di1ert the channel through Cross Bayou, and the amendment 
calls for tile allowance of that proposition, for the ratification 
of that proposition-to allow them to cjose Twelvemile Bayou 
and diYert it, making a very much better navigable stream and 
at the same time reclaiming outright 45,000 acres of land and 
benefiting 95.000 ncres of as fine allm-ial soil as there is in 
tlle world. It is clearly a projeet for the benefit of navigation 
and, at tlle same time, for tile purpose of reclaiming this large 
quantity of land and preventing the water from overflowing 
by the continuation of tilis le'\'ee across Twelvemile Bayou. 

:llr. SP .ARKMA..l~. Mr. Chairman, if the gentleman had pre
sented this pr'oposHion to me before I could have looked into it, 
but it comes t:p suddenly and- no one has had any time · to 
investigate it. I ask unanimous consent that it go over to be 
taken up agnin. 

l\lr. WATKINS. That is agreeable. I did not have time to 
present it, bernnse I lla1e just obtained it. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Florida asks unan
imous consent that the matter go over temporarily for the 
present. Is there objection? 

.Mr. STAFFOUD. Mr. Chairman, reserving the right to 
object, do I understand tl:.is is a new project? 

1\lr. WATKINS. Yes, sir. . 
Mr. STAFFORD. I understand that the policy of the chair

man of tlle committee on this bill is not to include any new 
Jlrojects. What is the need of passing it over if the committee 
i not going to give consideration to new projects? 

Ur. SPARKMAN. I have not looked into it, and I want to 
see what it is. 

l\Ir. STAFFORD. The gentleman from Louisiana submits 
this as n new project. 

~fr. SPARKMAN. Does the gentleman from Louisiana say 
it is a new project? 

l\lr. WATKI~S. Yes; it is a new project. 
Mr. SPARKMAN. Then, we had just as well vote on it now 

if it is a new project. 
The CHAIIDfAN. Does the gentleman withdraw the point 

of order? 
Ur. l\!ADDEN'. This is a reclamation project. 
.Mr. SPARKMAN. I think it is a reelamation project, pure 

and simple, and I insist on· the point of order; that will set-
tle it. · 

The CHAIR~fAl~. The Chair would like to hear the gentle
man from Florida on the point of order. 

!\lr. SPARKMAN. It seems to me a reclamation project, 
pure nnd simple. The Committee on Rivers and Harbors has 
no jurisdiction of reclamation projeets, except as they flow in
cidentally from improvement of rivers and harbors. A few 
muy flow incidentally from that; but this is a new proposition, 
nn independent proposition, bearing mainly, if not exclusively 
an<l entirely, upon the subject of reclamation. 

The CHAIRMAN. What does the gentleman from Louisiana 
• say ~bout this being a reclamation project? 

Mr. WATKINS. Mr. Chairman, I stated it was a reelamation 
project in that it directly reclaims 45,000 acres and benefits 
Ou.OOO ocres. and · to that extent it is a reclamation project; 
but at the same time it will benefit navigation. That is whnt 
the engineers report, and that is the contract entered into be
tween the Government, through the Secretary of War, and the 
Board of Levy Commis ioners of Caddo Parish. 

The CHAIRllA......~. The Chair thinks it is properly a recla
mation project. At any rate, in the shape the amendment is, it 
is not in order, and the Chair sustains the point of order. 

The Clerk read as follow~: .. 
Galveston Channel, ·rex.: Continuing improvement by construction of 

sea-wall extension in accordance with the report submitted in Hons.e 
Document No. 1390, Sixty-second Congress, third session, subject to the 
conditions therein named, $200.000: Provided, That no part of the 
amount herein appropriated shall be expended and no contract shall be 
entered into under this appropriation until the county or city of Gal
veston and other local interests shall have donated the necessary lands 
to the United States, and shall have quieted all claims to the present 
San Jacinto Reservation, nor until the said county or city of Galveston 
shall have obtained a right of way and made provision in a manner 
satisfactory to the Secretary of Wru: for paying tbe cost of construct
ing at least 3,300 feet of similar sea-wall extension in addition to that 
herein appropriated for: Pro.,;ided ftu-the':t That the entire work of con
struction shall be done under the diref'oon of the Secretary of War, 
and tbe funds appropriated by Congress and those furnished toy the 
county or city of Galveston shall be expended by him. 

Mr. 'l'READWAY. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the 
paragraph. Mr. Chairman, I wish to call the attention of the 
committee to this item on this account. We find that the projeet 
for building a sea wall in Galveston comes into the present 
river and harbor bill as a result pf n report submitted to Con
gress by the Secretary of Wnr on February 11, 1013, which was 
referred to the Committee en IUv:e-rs and Harbors on Fel?ruary 

12, 1913. The river and harbor bill of 1913 became a law. {ion
gress, us is well known, expired on March 4; consequently tt is · 
a very evident situation that very little attention could Iiave ~ 
been given 'at that time to the purport of the report in refer- . 
ence to this improvement. The improvement not ·only means 
the expenditure of this $200,000. which is the first item-and 
that is why I call it to the attention of the committee-but it 
is the beginning of _a project _ ~~ch. ~ill jnv9lv~, according to 
the report of the engineers, the country in the expenditure of 
$1,185,000 for a sea-wall extension, which I maintain ·has very 
little, If any, bearing on the subject of river and harbor im
provement for navigation purposes. It can be argued, and will 
be argued by the distinguished member of the committee 'vho' 
is directly interested in this item, that it is solely to care for 
the harbor of Galveston. I disl~ke to disagree with tile gentle
man, bnt by reading the report,' by reading the do'cument i tsclf. 
by reading the paragraph, by· reading the similar paragraph in 
the bill of last year, it is just as evident as can be the real 
foundation for this effort to secure this $1.185.000 is· to construct 
a sea wall, of which the city of Galveston is building a part, to 
make a nice promenade, having the Government expend a mil-· 
lion and a quarter dollars upon that excellent local improve
ment for the benefit of the city of Galveston. Now, what is the 
excuse? The only possible excuse is tha fin 1900, more than 14 
years ago, a great tidal wave struck the city of Galveston, -and 
if another similar event may in the future take place it will · 
flood this particular section where the sea wall ought now to 
be constructed. 

For some reason or other the ordinary form of engineer's 
report was not sufficient to seeure a favorable report on tl1is 
projeet, so · a special board was formed, which took up this 
project, and it says "that it believes in time of great torm this 
neck may be breached, resulting in serious damage to the Gal
veston Channel." Very good. But we are facing a financial 
condition now which it does not seem to me makes an emer
gency issue of the possibility of something again happening that 
may have hnppened or did happen 14 years ago. . 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expiretl. 
Mr. TREADWAY. 1\Ir. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent 

for five minutes more. 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Mas achusetts a ks 

unanimous· consent for fi1e minutes more. Is there objection? 
There was no objeetion. 
.Mr. TREADWAY. If the City of San Francisco could, by 

some form of appropriation, seeure immunity ngainst a future 
earthqtmke, I have no doubt that it would be very glad to do 
so, and if the city of Galveston c:in likewise , ecure immunity 
against a tiual wave again hitting the city, it would be de
lighted to do so; but the building of this sea wall, making a 
beautiful promenade for the city of Galveston, will not bring 
that about. The report further says: 

The situation, while satisfactory under normal conditions, is far from 
safe in the event of a repetition of a storm approaching in violence 
that of 1900. 

As I have already said, that was more than 14 years ago. 
And then, again, in the draft as it passed last year it said all 
conditions must be similar to the part built by the city of Gal
veston. That is intended in this bill, and is also referred to in 
the report of the speeial commission, as follows: 

The front part of the fill next the concrete should be protected by a 
sidewalk and brick paved roadway, as has been done in the Govern· 
ment's similar extension of the sea wall to and in front of Fort 
Crockett, and the top of the fill between this roadway and its reu crest 
should be protected from the blowing away of its matet·ial by suitable 
soil covering and vegetation. 

We are going to build, at the expense of $1,185,000, as already 
estimated, a very attractive promenade for the citizens of Gal
veston, and we are going to fix !t up nicely with a cement side
walk and employ a landscape gardener, undoubtedly, and lay 
it out, and place trees and vegetation thereon. I submit that if 
that is any part of river and harbor navigation improvement, 
we can not· ever rule out on a point of order any suggestion of 
any kind of an improvement that our good friends may see fit 
to bring in under the cloak of river and harbor navigation. 

I am very sorry not to be ab1e to agree on this point with the 
value of that expenditure for ri-rer and harbor improvement in 
the sum of $1,185,000, which my good colleagues on the com
mittee think ought to be expended. But I want to caution the 
House that whel) we vote fot:_ this $200,000, as I know in all 
probability you will, because 1that is the way these suggestions 
are being taken-when you vote for $2UO,OOO to-day . you are 
starting the Government in a project which nlready the special 
committee says will co~t $1,18;5,0.00. 4-Dd_in a yef!r o~· two the 
engineers w·m come along again ~d. s~y that we have got.. to. 
change the projeet a little bil: and have tlle sen wnH a little 
more extensive, or ~ay_ that tll~ sidewalk nee.9s a little more 
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concrete in it, and' the trees need to be ·a little bigger than they 
originally estimated, and so will raise the estimate $200,000 or 
$300,000. We are embarking on a very attractive improvement 
for the city of Galveston. If that is the kind of appropriation 
we are to have in ri1er and harbor bills, let us adopt them with 
our eyes_ wide open. · _ 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment offered 
by the gentleman from Massachusetts [1\fr. TREADWAY]. 

The que tion was taken, and the amendment was rejected. 
The Clerk read as follows : 

. Channel from Galveston Harbor to Texas City, Tex.: For mainte· 
nance, $50.000. 

Mr. FREAR. Mr. Chairman, I ask to strike out the para-_ 
graph last read, being lines 8 and 9. 

The CHAilll\fAN. The gentleman from Wisconsin offers an 
amendment, which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
rage 22, strike out all of lines 8 and 9. 
Ur. FREAR. Mr. Chairman, there are a number of projects 

that we are approaching apart from the one that concerns Gal
leston proper, and in Yiew of the fact that criticisms were 
indulged in a while ago against other States, and it -was 
asserted that Texas had been neglected, I wish to call attention 
to the fact that already this Government has appropriated for 
ri\ers and harbors in .Texas approximately $35,000,000. I have 
the items here, and can place them in the RECORD if you desire 
to ba \e me do so. 

peaking more particularly to the item which has been read
of $50,000; cllannel from Galveston Harbor to Texas City-let 
me say that we have appropriated $2,035,000 on this project 
and tllat we had on hand $1,314,!)56 last October, in 1914, count
ing tlle money received in the sundry civil bill. This is an 
8-mile project. An'd I call your attention to the fact that you 
nre asked to appropriate $50,000 at this time in addition to 
~1,314,000. 

In connection with this I desire. to read from page 801, in 
reference to the commerce, which seems to be a legitimate and 
large commerce, but I desire to present this statement of the 
engineers, in which they say: 

The effect of the project upon freight rates has been beneficial, owing 
to the establishment of a line of steamers from New York to Texas 
City. thereby breaking np the rate agreement that had existed between 
the old line between New York and Galveston. Prior to the establish
ment of this line in 1908 the rates by steamship lines from New York 
and seaboard tenitory to points in Texas were the highest figures that 
were ever in effect, notwithstanding the fact that the deepening of 
the Galveston Harbor channel had been continuously going on and that 
the depth was to 30 feet ; but with a competing line in operation to 
Texas City the rates were reduced on the average of 511 per cent, 
and the volume of the business increased over 300 per cent. 

I would, 1\Ir. Chairman, that I might stop there, but there is 
anothE-r small paragraph in which the engineer says: 

However, during the past three years the rates have advanced again, 
the average being over 75 p~r cent over the rates of 1908. • 

Such is the State from which the gentleman [Mr. HARDY] 
comes, who a few moments ago said that the railroads must be 
driven out. You endeavored to do it by putting $2,000,000 into 
that harbor, and this is the result, notwithstanding the efforts 
of_ one of the best railroad commissions in the United States. 
In your own State of Texas you have that statement made by 
the Board of Engineers, indicating how futile it is to reduce 
freight rates by large expenditures of Government money at 
that point. 

The CHAIR.MAJ.~: The question is on agreeing to the amend-
ment. 

Tlle question was taken, and the amendment was rejected. 
The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
Channel to Port Bolivar, Tex.: For maintenance, $40,000. 
1\Ir. FREAR. Mr. Chairman, continuing along with several 

of those i terns, that seem to be increasing in character-
The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman make a motion? 
Mr. FREAR. I move to strike out. ... 
The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment. 
The Clerk read as follows : 
Amend, page 22, by striking out lines 10 and 11. 
Mr. FREAR. This is an appropriation of only $40,000, but 

the an1ollllt ·available here is $32,000, and in proportion to the 
total appi'opriation of $306,000 it seems rather large. 

The J)roject is for a 30-foot channel for 4 miles-the last 
was 8 miles-to Port Bolivar, which I understand ha-s a popu
lation of 83 people. Of course there is probably a district 
surrounding that which has to be served. The amount ex
pended to June -30, 1914, is $269,704. The channel is to be 
dredged up to the wharf of the Interstate Waterway eo: 
It was formerly only n feet deep up to that wharf. 

I desire, .Mr: - Chairman, to present a -statement ~nowin-g, . 
after an expenditure of $306,000,, the decrease in freight ship
ments during the past year. Ill 1912 the total freight at this 
point was 428,495 tons. This last year the freight has been_ 
reduced to 256,105 tons-a loss of 40 per cent. 

And so, I say, Mr. Chairman, it would seem advisable in a 
case like this to make an inquiry before we appropriate $40.000 
more, with $32,000 on hand, in the case of a project that bas had 
only $306,000 in all these years, where there has been a Joss 
of 40 p'er cent, aii.d particularly in view of the fact that we 
have recently had placed upon the people of this country a 
war tax amounting to almost $100,000,000. I believe we should _ 
commence here. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the motion 
of the gentleman from Wisconsin. _ 

The question was taken, and the motion was rejected. 
The CHAIItl\1Al~. The Clerk will read. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
Port Aransas, Tex.: -Continuing improvement and for maintenance, 

$400,000. -

Mr. FREAR. Mr. Chairman, I approach this with some hesi
tation, because a good friend of mine has an interest in con
nection with that. I want to make a motion. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman make · a · motion? 
Mr. FREAR. Yes. I make a· motion to strike out the para-· 

graph. · · · 
T·he CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment of· 

the gentleman from Wisconsin. 
'l'he Clerk read as follows : 
Page 22 : Strike out lines 12 and 13. 

.Mr. FREAR. Mr. Chairman, I recognize that . quite a com
merce has been served at this point; but if anyone will read . 
the engineers' report he will be impressed with the fact that 
there has been a waste of money in experirneuts which call for 
an investigation to find out who is responsible for it. . 

We have expended on this project $3.253,000, and we llad on 
hand last July $830,000, and we are calling for $400.000 in this _ 
item of the bill We are getting into very large figures. 

Let me suggest what the commerce amounts to. The com
merce at this point is 211,330 tons, of which fuel oi; is 1!l3.n22 
tons, indicating the ·existence of several oil wells at that 11oint. 

Mr. CALLAWAY. Mr. Chairman, will the g~ntlemau yield? 
The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Wisconsin rield 

to the gentleman from Texas? . · 
Mr. FREAR. Yes; but .first I desire to read Jomethiug in-

teresting here. 
Mr. CALLAWAY. I wanted to interject a statement in there. 
.Mr. FREAR. ·very well; go on. 
Mr. CALLAWAY. Mr. Chairmaa, in view of the statement _ 

of my colleague fro.p.1 Texas [Mr. IIAlmY] that we should lla\e 
water competition in order to bring the railroads to tim€'. I 
want to call the attention of the committee to the !act tlmt this 
port, since they have got it all dug out at GoYernrnent expense, 
complains that _the railroads there are keeping them from hav
ing any commerce such as they should have, and I got a com
munication from Aransas a while ago looking to .the taking ' 
of som~ action ~gainst the railroad companies and the ship , 
compames, chargrng that the railroads would not haul it down . 
there as they should haul it down there, and they wanted an 
investigation of that, to make the railroads bring the stili( 
down there, and then ma.ke the ships come and get it. 

.Mr. FREAR. -I wish to read what Army Engineers have 
done for this project, reading from page 834 of the Engineers' 
report To those who have stood for the competency under all 
circumstances of Army engineers it may be interesting to note 
the following : . _ , 

Work was completed in accordance with the above-mentioned speci
fications June 11, 1906, at a cost to the Government of $546,703.10,' 
but after the completiOn of the north jetty the channel became steadily 
worse, approaching dangerously near the jetty, and finally a secondary 
channel, 600 feet wide and 6 !"eet deep, broke through the gap between 
jetty and shore with the result that for all practical purposes the 
channel was on the north side of the jetty instead of the south side, 
as intended by the plan adopted by the Aransas -Pass Harbor Co. · 

: In other words, the Government engineers took up the 
project of the Aransas Pass people, a private corporation, car-. 
ried it on to a conclusion with a loss to the Government of over -
$500,000, and then they have sought to lay the responsibility 
upon the Aransas Pass Co. for the rilistake. 

The CHAIRMAN. · The question is on the amendment of the 
gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. FREAR]. 

The amendnient was rejected. 
' The Clerk read as follows : -

Sabine Pass, Tex. : Continuing improvement and for maintenance of 
Sabine Pass and Port Arthur Canal, $500,000. -
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1\Ir. FREAR. Mr. Chairman, I move- to strike. out the two 
lines. 

The CHA.IDMAN. The gentleman from Wisconsin. offers an 
amendment, which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows : 
Page 22, strike out lines 14 and 15. 

1\Ir. FREAR.· Mr. Chairman, I realize that this is another 
tery important project; but in view of the fact that we have ap
propriated $5,716,550 for it and that last October we had on 
hand $550,2i0 for further work, it occurs to me that this appro
priation of a half million dollars at this time ought to be in
quired into. 

The total length of the canal from Port Arthur to Sabine 
River is 16 miles. The project is a 25-foot depth to Port Arthur. 
Up to this reading of the bill the appropriations that we ~·e 
just been considering in Texas have reached for the vanaus 
projects under construction $U,311,341, and in this bill approach 
nearly a million dollars. Reading from page 851 of the En
gineer's Report-

On June 30, 1914, approximately 75 per cen~ of th~ qredging opera
tions in the Port Arthur Ship Canal and turrung basm had been com
~leted, and appro:r.imately 13 per cent of tbe work contemplated in con
nection with the raising and repairing of the jetties. 

The maximum draft that could be carried at mean low "!ater in th.e 
Port Arthur Ship Canal on June 30, 1914, was 26 f_cet, wttb approXI
mately 25.5 feet in the jetty channeL 

As I said, 1\lr. Chairman, in view of the large amounts of 
money that we are liberally throwing away down on that water 
front-! do not care whether it is tn Texas or Wisconsin-it 
seems to me we ought to have an inquiry as to the necessity 
from a public view. Why should we add a ij._alf million dollars 
in this bill, in view of the fact that we had on hand over half a 

· million dollars two or three months ago to be used for the same 
purpose? Can we not practice economy here? 

Mr. DIES. Mr. Chairman, I think this illustrates most beau
tifully the >alue of the criticisms which have been made against 
various items in this bill. ' 

Port Arthur which my friend talks about, ls a self-made 
port. As alm~st every Member of ~s House ~ows, it was 
constructed by the citizens down there and donated to the Gov
ernment. They ha•e spent a million dollars of their- -own good 
money for this purpose. Having done that, they introduced a 
bill in Cono-re s to have Port Arthur .made a subport of entry, 
but Congre;s would not gf>e them the pitiful privilege of pei.ng 
a subport of entry. That showed how much Congress thought 
about it When they started to build this canal by private 
capital there was just n pittance of commerce that went through 
Sabine Pass. As late as 1899 there _was a commerce of only 
300000 tons of the value of $3,000,000. Yet that · privately 
made port, ~ gift to the Government, is to~day, I believe, ~e 
tenth or eleventh greatest port in the Urnted States. and 1t 
has an annual commerce of 4.000.000 tons, valued at- $86.000.000. 

'l'he citizens in that locality from Port Arthur to Beaumont and 
Orange have put in private capital to impro..-e that harbor, ~ak
ing it the best harbor in all the world, $1,000,000. N?w, my fnend 
moves to trike it out. Why? He says that so~e time last year, 
when the birds were ne ting In the spring, they ·had some 
amount of money. The engineers have said that the commerce 
was so great that they could not make facilities fast enough 
to handle it~ The fact is commerce is growing so rapidly that 
one firm doing busin~ss there spent $300.000 last year of their 
own pri>ate funds to provide facilities for handling the com
merce. Adding that to the $1,900,000, you have o>er $2.000,000 
that the local community has spent there. 

The whole truth is, I know about thnt the sam~ as some other 
men know about other things, and Members sit around and take 
the criticism in all verity, when in good truth I have no doubt 
much of the criticism is as utterly worthless as it is of this 
great harbor at Port Arthur. [Applause.] 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment of the 
gentleman from Wisconsin. 

The question was taken, and the amendment was rejected. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
Houston Ship Channel, Tex. ~ For maintenance, $250,000. 

1\Ir. FREAR. Mr. Chairman, I mo"¥e to strike out lines 16 
and 17, on pacre 22. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
Amend, page 22, by stt~iking out lines 16 and 17. 

Mr. FREAR. Mr. Chairman, I realize that I have no chance 
to reply to the a>erage defense, nor do I Cf~:re to do. so. I am 
willing to state facts n·om the engineers' report and leave the 
House to judge for itself, e..ven though L vote alone. -

Mr. Chairman. when we have -a· million dollars going into 
this project and $400.000 Into anather we are going u long ways 
toward reducing the Treasmy balance. 

Mr. DIES. Will the gentleman ·.yield? 
Mr. FREAR. Yes. 
Mr. DIES. Does the gentleman realize that Texas is as big 

as the balance of the country? 
1\Ir. FREAR. It is a great State, and let me say that you 

ha>e done something that ha not been done in many other 
places-you ha>e contributed toward a number of projects and 
you. are entitled to much credit for it. It has not been done 
In many other places. 

Mr. GARNER. Does the gentleman know that in the item 
he is criticizing the citizens contributed an equal amount to the 
Government contribution for the construction of the harbor? 

Mr. FREAR. I believe they did. 
Mr. GARNER. Now the gentleman wants to strike this 

appropriation out. 
Mr. FREAR. But you ha"¥e a lot of money down there now 

and do not need it, and as you ha>e left the Treasury in bad 
condition, I am trying to .help you economize. The engineer's 
report, page 806, says that the total amount expended on all 
projects at the end of the fiscal year, June 30. Hl14, is $5.375.500. 
He says we have $415,449 on hand now, and we are asked to 
appropriate $250,000 more. 

The engineers giYe the commerce at 1.8G0.452 tons. Ordi
narily I do not go Into items to see what they are compo. ell of, 
but here it says that 520,000 tons are sand and 750,000 tons are 
shells and 200,000 tons are floatable timber. 

Mr. DIES. The gentleman is not talking about Port Arthur? 
Mr. FREAR. Oh, no; I was beaten on that project; we are 

up at Houston now. I want to call the ntteution of the gentle
man from Te.'{as [;)Jr. HARDY], who thinks railroads are inter
ested in this proposition. The report snys: 

The effect of this project on frei.,.ht rates is unknown and is inde
terminate, because of tbe railroad rate ditie1·ential in favor of Houston, 
authorized by the Railroad Commission of the State of Texas. 

The Texas commission is amply able to 11rotect the people of 
that State from the railways, and all the waterways put together 
are of little service in that direction. 

The CHAIR~lA ... X The time of the gentleman has expired. 
1\Ir. EA.GLE. 1\lr. Chairman. I greatly hoped that the c:li -

tinguJshed gentleman from Wisconsin [:\lr . .I!'REA.R] would hare 
exhausted himself in Ws futile and seusele s tight against tlJis 
biJJ before we had reached the item of $250.000 for the rna in
tenance of the Houston Ship ChanneL I am u~t gj,·eo to much 
or frequent speaking in this House, but I beg lea>e to say 
that :my man who will read the record, as the di tingui. hed 
gentleman from Wi cousin gi ,·es e>idence of having done. n t 
least casually, and then make a motion to strike out this. item 
for the maintenance of this great project, shows, fir t, a total 
ignorance of the necessities of commerce. and. second, a total 
inability· to apprecinte a real port, and, third, a total lack or 
con ideration for the colD.illerce of the whole Southwest. The 
tone of the gentleman is most exalted: be seems to think th:tt 
e..-ery item In this bill is what he is plea ed to term ·~pork.'' 
unless it be those items that go to Wis"'on!'lin. His owu stre;tms 
and ports ha ,-Ing been long since developed by the I•'edt"ral 
Go>ernment, he goes into a state of frenzy when the Cougress 
comes to deYelop other sections. 

Almost e\ery item of tbi great bill. c~urying some $34.000,-
000. he ridicules. denounre . and slanders, and ets up his 
opinion against the Government engineer·s. the committee. 50 
years of action by thousands of honorable Representntive and 
Senators. and the prnctically unanimous wish and judgment of 
this House. Trnly, he mu t enjoy the isolation of his self
exaltntion! 

He even attacks the Hou ton Ship Channel, by mo>ing to 
strike out an item of $250,000 for its mnintenance. A mere 
glance at some of the facts will demonstrate the absurdity of 
his position. 

In the year 1871 money wns first approprintec:l for the begin
ning of a project resulting in the Houl'lton ~hip Channt"l. The. o 
appropriations were continued in 1 77. in 1 . 1, in 1 !12. and in 
JR99, all upon the report of the engineer • and finnlly the 
present project wns adopted on June 25. Hnn. I hould lik in 
pnssing to sHy thnt the city of Hou!'!ton proposPd to Con~re-. s 
that for the completion of the project it wonld rni8e $1,2-o.ooo, 
contingent upon the Congre s approprintio~ a like um: and ac
cordingly, on June 25, 1910. the !'!Uill of $1 ~-)().000 W !l a]lJWO
priated . by Congre s. and with tbnt $2 500.000 thus rnisetl the 
Houston Ship Channel wa recently completed. 

Mr._ Chairman~ I wl h gentlemen wou ld con ' ide the following 
facts and figures and then by their "¥otes on this item unswer 
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the , motion o! the gentleman from Wisconsin to cripple the 
Houston Ship Channel upon which the great sum of $5,375,590.94 
has been spent. In the years mentioned below the number of 
short tons of freight, valued at the great amounts set opposite, 
pas ed through the Houston Ship Channel to and from the Gulf 
of 1\Iexico, to wit: 

Year. 
' 

1905 . ................................................... . 
1906 ................................................... .. 
1907 .................................................... . 
1008 ................... : ................................ . 
19: 9 ...... . ............................................. . 
1910 . . ........................................ ···--··- .. . 
1911 ...... . ............................................ .. 
1912 ..... - ... ·- ..•...........••......... ··- ...........•.. 
1913 ..................................... · ............... . 

1 Estimated. 

Short tons. 

104, 907 
132,108 
·452,463 
602, 734 

1, 214, 9:>4 
1,371,650 
1,354, 97 
1, 26j,C50 
1, 860,452 

Value. 

$12,544, 323 
115,000,000 

24, 466,730 
28,318,621 
36,097.560 
39,155, 357 
34,721,530 
35, 938,800 
38,738, 464 

Does that n.ot satisfy the requirement that there be real 
traffic and increasing traffic to justify Federal appropriations? 
And now the people of that splendid city are preparing a com
modious turning ba in and terminal facilities in full accord-·· 
ance with the spirit and purpose of that noble enterprise. 

In order to maintain the Houston Ship Channel, which is 50 
miles in length from the Gulf of Mexico to the turning basin, 
'-100,000 are required for suitable dredges, and the city oi 

Houston has voluntarily raiSed $200,000 and tendered that sum 
to the Government, which has been met by a like sum from 
t.he Government; and now the gentleman from Wisconsin would 
haYe uch total investment and commerce sacrificed rather than 
vote $250.000 for the maintenance of a channel ·bearing some 
$40,000.000 of commerce. 

I can not think for one moment that the Congress will be 
niggardly, as the gentleman from Wisconsin would have it be, 
with the Houston Ship Channel, an enterprise whose concep
tion was noble, whose development was inevit3.ble, and whose 
pos ibilities are as limitless as the mighty future which spreads 
out before that people, that city, that State, and that great 
southwestern portion cf our common counti'Y. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the amend-
ment offered by the gentleman from Wisconsin. 

The question was taken, and the amendment was rejected. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
Anahuac Channel, 'l'rinity River, Oyster Creek, and Cedar, Chocolate, 

Turtle, Bastrop. Dickinson, Double, and East Bay Bayous : For main
t enance, $25,000. 

:\Ir. FREAR. l\Ir. Chairman, I mo-re to strike out the last 
word. I certainly wish to extend my compliments to the gen
tleman from Texas [Mr. EAGLE] for the address with which he 
has favored us. As I stated yesterday, there are quite a number 
of Members in the House who are really indebted to me for 
giving them an opportunity to tell about the local surroundings 
in which they liYe. ·we are all pleased to hear them and to get 
their unprejudiced views. I haYe no desire to puncture what 
has been said by the gentleman from Texas in the slightest 
degree, but I just want to leave one thought: Of the 1,860,452 
tons of freight of which he boasts, 1,470,000-or over 80 per 
cent of the whole-was sand, shells, and a little ·lumber, as I 
have before stated. 

Mr. DIES. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. FREAR. Yes. 
Mr. DIES. As I understand, this project is just about to be 

completed; and does not the gentleman think it is a Uttle 
unfair to talk about its tonnage within a few weeks after its 
completion and before the people ha-re had a chance to use _it? 

Mr. FREAR. The gentleman misses the point entirely. I 
said that with $400,000 on hand at this time we ought to en
deavor to economize in some small degree. .Mr. Chairman, I 
wish to read now the following ne\\spaper dispatch, which 
comes fTom Houston, Tex. : 
1:\'LAND WATER RO"GTE TO TEXAS FR10M MISSISSIPPI DEl.IA~'DED I~ 

RESOLUTIO:-<. 

HOUSTO~, TEX., December 31. 
ProsJ?ects of a continuous inland water route from all points on the 

Mississippi, Ohio, and Missouri Rivers to southeastern Texas and 
consequently continuous inla.nd waterway connecting between Houston 
to tbe Great Lakes entered into the discussion of the special executive 
meeting of the Interstate Inland Waterways' League of Texas and 
Louisiana here to-day. 

The meeting went on record as favoring a canal of 9-foot depth and 
90 feet minimum bottom width connecting Galveston Bay and Sabine 
Pass, and a similar canal connecting Morgan City with New Orleans. 

The resolution ca1Is upon the Senators from Louisiana and Texa~ 
to uemand that an amendment be made to the rivers and harbors bill 
so as to provide for tbe proposed canal extension. 

The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. MANN] read not long ago 
a communication from his own State which demands of Illi-

nois Members and Senators that they place back in this bill 
projects which were stricken out last year. These statements 
come from waterway associations-waterway lobbies. Are we 
not entitled to know, on the part of the House, who is de. 
manding such action and why they are demanding it? This 
communication I have read comes from Houston, Tex., just 
handed to me, and I offer it as a fair sample of waterway 
demands. Mr. Chairman, I withdraw the pro forma amend
ment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
Improving inland waterway on coast of Texas: For maintenance 

of the West Galveston Bay-Brazos River section, $15,000: for main
tenance of the Brazos River-Matagorda Bay section, $30,000; for 
maintenance of the Aransas Pass-Pass Cavallo section, $45,000; for 
continuing improvement and for maintenance of Guadalupe Ri vet• up 
to Victoria, $15,000; in all, $105,000: Pro~;ided, That any port ion o! 
fbe amount hereby appropriated for a given section of said water way 
may, upon the recommendation of the Chief of Engineers, be transferred 
by the Secretary of War and made available for maintenance of im
provement in any other section. 

Mr. FREAR. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last 
word, in order to refer to several projects without asking to 
strike them out. 

Mr. HENRY. I will ask the gentleman if he will not wait 
until after we read down to line 17 and pass that and then make 
his statement. That will give me an opportunity to fill my 
engagement. 

Mr. FREAR. Certainly, if the chairman will permit a return 
to this. I will take no time of the committee except to state 
the facts showing the particular traffic upon these stre:1ms. 

The CHAIR~IAN. The gentleman withdraws his pro forma 
amendment and the Clerk will read. · 

The Clerk read as follows: 
Brazos River, Tex.: Continuing improvement from Old Washington 

to Waco by the construction of locks and dams heretofore authorized, 
and commencing the construction of two additional locks and dams, 
$200,000; continuing improvement and for maintenance by open-channel 
work from Velasco to Old Washington, $10,000; in all, $210,000. 

Mr. '.fREA.DW .A.Y. Mr. Chairman, I moYe to shike out the 
paragraph in order that the matter may be formally before us. 

The CHA..IRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
Page 23, strike out the paragraph beginning with line 9 and ending 

with line 14. · 

Mr. TREADWAY. Mr. Chairman, if the gentleman from 
Texas expresses a wish to speak, I am willing to yield the floor. 

Mr. HENRY. Even if I have the five minutes in which to 
speak, I fear I will miss my train. I would prefer to ha-re a 
vote without speaking. 

Mr. TREADWAY. I will yield for the gentleman's five min
utes first. 

Mr. HEl\'RY. I would rather not speak at all, but just vote 
on it. 

Mr. TREADWAY. Mr. Chairman, with all due courtesy to 
the gentleman from Texas, I do not feel. we ought to vote on 
this proposition witllout a word of explanation. I realize what 
the vote will be when we reach it, but at the same time I wish 
to extend the gentleman from Texas evecy courtesy, because I 
understand he has an important engagement to keep. 

Mr. HENRY. I shall not insist. The gentleman can proceed 
with hi speech. 

Mr. TREADWAY. Now, Mr. Chairman, the item of the 
Brazos River is sufficiently well known, and it is not going to 
take a great deal of the time of the committee to show just a 
little what we are paying here for it. It is shown by the repprt 
of the Board of Engineers that there has been already ex
pended on ·the improvement of the Brazos, appropriated to 
December 1, 1914, $2,316,250; that the amount needed to com
plete is indefinite; that no commerce has as yet developed. I 
think that of itself--

Mr. COOPER. No commerce? 
Mr. TREADWAY. No commerce has y_et developed on the 

Brazos River. That puts the proposition in a yery concrete 
form as to whether or not we wish to continue spending good 
money and chase it after bad, letting the good money become 
just as bad in the end as that already spent is now. 

Mr. HUMPHREYS of Mississippi. Will the gentleman yield 
for just one question? 

Mr. TREADWAY. Certainly. 
Mr. HUMPHREYS of Mississippi. Will the gentleman state 

how much commerce passed through the Panama. Canal before 
it was finished? 

Mr. TREADWAY. Oh, well, we expect to get commerce 
through there, and we will never get any on the Brazos River. 
I yield to the gentleman from Mississippi any comparison with 
the Panama Canal when he uses it to il1ustrate a stream that 
eventually is going to have some commerce on it; but if I can 
read figures right, if I can read these statements, if I can read 
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the engineer's reports, the commerce that is going to be devel
oped on the Brazos Ri'rer is of a minimum amount, and the 
result would be just about as it is now after we have spent two 
and a quarter million dollars--" No commerce has as yet devel
oped." When an indefinite sum is expended, which the engi
neers say w'ill be needed to complete it as planned, then I 
prophesy the report can still come back here and be given in 
with all truth, "No commerce has as yet developed." And 
why? I hold in my hand the report of the engineer, which is 
made with all due consideration of the interest of the Brazos 
Rtrer and the people promoting it, and I quote: 

It is obviously difficult to determine with absolute accuracy the num
ber of months in which the minimum depth for water in navigation 
will prevail, primarily because the rainfall varies greatly from year to 
year, and secondarily, on account of the great expense of obtaining all 
the exact data for each reach of the river. 

Then they have on the next page of the re])ort a table show
ing the depth of water and its stages over a certain average 
number of days during the years 1003, 1904, and 1905, and we 
find that for 252 days of that period-the average number of 
days per year during that period-the a'\"erage depth was 3 feet; 
for 184 days, 3! feet; for 136 days, 4 feet; and for 8S days they 
actually got 5 feet of water. 

Then, again, I see this item: 
Experience with the· shoals below Old Washington indicates that by 

dredging and contraction work a gain in depth over shoals of 2.6 feet 
can be readily made. The work is being done with that idea, and fre
quently depths of 3 feet and more result. 

Is not that fine? Frequently there will be 3 feet of water! 
It therefore seems that the proper answer to the proposition proposed 

by the act of Congress, upon which the appropriation of the $75,000 
depends-

Do we not begin these big projects .mighty modestly? The 
o-riginal project was $75,000-
namely, the Least number of locks and dams that will furnish naviga
tion for four or six months, is eight, and that these eight will furnish 
a little over fourth months' average navigation. 

And still my good friend and colleague on the committee 
wants to compare navigation on the Brazos River with the 
greatest engineering proposition ever undertaken by the United 
States, namely, the construction of the Panama Canal. 

Mr. HUMPHREYS of Mississippi. The fact is that there is 
just as much commerce on the Brazos River now as there was 
on the Panama Canal before it wa~ completed. 

Mr. TREADWAY. Did you vote for the completion of the 
Panama Canal in the expectation of securing the amount of 
water that the engineer's reports say the Brazos River will 
eventually get when the amount of money is spent which this 
report calls for? 

Mr. HUMPHREYS of Mississippi. Oh, no--
Mr. TREADWAY. Then please do not draw a comparison 

between the two propositions. 
l\1r. HUMPHREYS of Mississippi. I understand the gentle

man naturally objects to the comparison. 
Mr. TREADWAY. I do not think it is in point, if I may be 

allowed to criticize the gentleman from Mississippi. I do not 
think his comparison carries with it any point whatsoever. 
The whole subject is right down in the engineers' report. I have 
quoted it once. It is in the RECORD with my remarks, on page 
16<.)3. I do not want to take the time of the committee or the 
time of the gentleman from Texas [Mr. HENRY] by reading it 
again, but it is perhaps just possible that we ought to call 
attention to a line or two here. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Massa-
chusetts has expired. . 

1\Ir. HENRY. The gentleman suggested that he did not in
tend to mo\e to strike out this item. I have just one minute 
in which to meet that engagement. 

Mr. MA.i'\TN. Is it not worth more than that to the gentleman? 
Mr. HE....'\RY. If the gentleman puts it that way, I am willing 

to stay and talk about this matter to the committee. However, 
I am willing to vote now. I ask for a vote, Mr. Chairman. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment offered 
by the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. TBEA.DWAY]. 

The question was taken, and the Chair announced that the 
noes seemed to have it. 

Mr. TREADWAY. Mr. Chairman, I call for a division on 
this important question. 

The committee divided, and there were-ayes 8, noes 42. 
So the amendment was rejected. 
The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read. 
The Clerk read as follows: 

Orange, Tex.: P1·ovided, That nothing herein shall be construed as re
lit>ving said Beaumont navigation district of its obligation to provide 
for the operation and maintenance of the guard lock without co t to 
the United States as required by said river and harbor act of February 
27, 1911. 

.Mr. MANN. Ur. Chairman, I reser1e a point of order on the 
paragraph. Will the gentleman give an explanation of what 
this is intended to do? Is this to relieve the Beaumont Naviga
tion Co. or compel them to do something they are not now re
quired to do? 

Mr. DIES. I will try in a very brief moment to gi\e the 
gentleman an explanation unless he cares to use some time. 

Mr. MANN. No; I want information. 
Mr. DIES. I will say to the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. 

MANN] that this project, in which the citizens of Beaumont and 
Orange participated to the extent of contributing half of the 
money, was recommended by a special board of engineers who 
visited the locality and held a hearing. The citizens submitted 
four plans to the Government, and the Government accepted 
plan No. 4. Now, having said that, let me say this other thing: 
This was for an improvement in the Neches lliver.and the Sabine 
Ri\er, from the mouths of those rivers to the towns of Beau
mont and Orange. It also provided for the deepening of the 
Sabine-Neches Canal, a waterway of about 10 miles, already ex
isting, but it was only 10 feet in depth. 

Mr. MAl~N. Possibly I could shorten what I want to get at 
by asking a question. 

Mr. DIES. Very well. 
Mr. MANN. Under the law the Beaumont Na-vigation Co. is 

required to maintain certain channels for a term of three years? 
1\Ir. DIES. I am about to come to that. 
Mr. 1\IANN. Does this relie-ve the company from the mainte

nance of any of the channels it is now required to maintain? 
Mr. DIES. It relieves them from the maintenance of no 

channel that they ever agreed to maintain. In this proposition, 
made by the Go,ernment, this language was used: 

We further offer to pay the cost of tht> maintenance of the propo ed 
Improvement i.n the Neches River, including turning basin at Beaumont, 
for a period of three years after the completion of said improvement. 

Now, then, that was embodied in Document No. 1290. The 
law that was enacted was as follows: 

Improving the Sabine-Neches Canal, Tex., from the Port Arthur 
Ship Canal to the mouth of the Sabine River, the Ne<'.hes River up to 
the town of Beaumont, and the Sabine lliver up to the town of Orange, 
to a navigable depth of 25 feet, i.n accordance with plan No. 4, submit
ted i.n House Document No. 1290, Sixty-first Congress, third session. 

Now, it is true, I will say to the gentleman from Illinois, that, 
notwithstanding the commissioner has not agreed to maint'lin 
anything except the river, the construction placed upon the law 
by the Board of Engineers was that they should not only main
tain the river which was proposed to be improved, but should 
take o-ver the maintenance of the already existing Government 
stream, to wit, the Sabine-Neches Canal. As soon as it came 
to my knowledge I went to the Board of Engineers and to the 
ch-airman of the Committee on Rivers and Harbors and laid 
the matter before them, because they had never agreed to main
tain the channel except in the rivers; but that was the under
standing, and it was so nominated in the bond-that is, in the 
offer and in the acceptance. And this is no more, I will say to 
the gentleman from lllinois, than a correction of that mistake, 
which arose in that way. 

1\Ir. 1\IANN. It is not intended to relieve the company of any 
obligations which in the gentleman's opinion they ought to 
maintain? 

Mr. DIES. No. They are still to maintain the channel in 
the Sabine River and in the Neches River. They are not to 
take over the maintenance of the Sabine-Neches Canal, which 
was built before and was always maintained by the Golern
ment. It was in there by mistake, pure and simple. 

Mr . .M.il\TN. I do not desire to see imposed upon the company 
anything which we ought not to do; but I desire very much to 
prevent a company, after making an offer to do a thing and 
getting the Government into it, from trying to get relieved 
from the undertaking. 

1\lr. DIES. In the Senate, I will say to the gentleman, this 
took place--

Mr. MANN. Never mind; I do not care what took place in 
the Senate. 

Mr. DIES. All right. As it passed the House before we 
would not have relieved them from maintaining the 1a w. 

Mr. l\1A1'\TX. Mr. Chairman, I withdraw the point of order, 
so far as I am concerned. 

The. CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. MANN] 
withdraws the point of order. The Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows : 

That the channels which the Beaumont navigation· district, or other 
local interests, and the Orange navigation district, or other local inter
ests, are required by the aforesaid act to maintain for a term of three 
,years free of cost to the United States, are hereby defined as, re-
spectively, the channel from the mouth of the Neches River up to Beau- Trinity River, Tex.: Continuing improvement and for ma!.ntenance 
mont, Tex., and the channel from the motith of the Neches- River up to by open-channel work, $15,000. 

-
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:Mr. CALLA W .AY. l\Ir. Chairman, I made some remarks on 

the Trinity Ri\er, and have been much jumped on on account 
of it, and I also made some remarks on the Brazos. 

The CHAIR~1AN. Does the gentleman make a motion? 
Mr. CALLAWAY. Yes; I move to strike out the last word. 
The CHAilll\IAl~. The gentleman from Texas [Mr. CALLA-

WAY] moves to strike out the last word. 
Mr. CllLA WAY. .Ur. Chairman, I would not want to strike 

out that $15,000 they give the Trinity River, after they have 
expended $2,225,000 on it trying to make it navigable, although 
it is wholly impossible. But I do insist that the House ought to 
haYe treated the Brazos and the Trinity alike. They both run 
tt.rough my district, and I do not believe in being partial. 

They haye put in this bill for the Brazos River $210,000 and 
hare given the Trinity only $15,00Q-rivers running through 
the same character vf territory, of about the same length, that 
~aYe heretofore had about the same moneY. expended on them. 
The engineers report that it will take, so far as they can 
determine, about the same amount to complete them, with 
about the same hope of navigation on each of them. 

.Mr. Chairman, I think this is a narrow, shallow, crooked, 
and dry way to treat the Trinity. We ought not to do it. 

l\Ir. TREADWAY. Will t!l.c gentleman yield for a question? 
.Mr. CALLAWAY. Yes. 
Mr. TREADWAY. The gentleman speaks of" the same hope 

of naYigation." He is familiar with the country down there. 
The e 1i vers flow through his district. Will he be kind enough 
to tell us what that same ho·pe is? 

Mr. CALLA WAY. I haYe had some experience with · that 
hope. Some fellows down there jumped on me because of the 
riT"ers and harbors bill when I was running for Congress, and 
were going to beat me because I would not bring money to the 
district; and the man who specially made the same claim for 
the navigation of all Texas rivers that the gentleman from the 
head of navigation on the Brazos [Mr. HENRY] made on the 
floor of the House got about 4,000 yotes in a poll of over 35,000 
in the district. [Laughter.] I stood on the banks of the 
Trinity River and made ftm of the ridiculous idea of {louring 
money into that stream with the hope of ever making it navi
gable. As I came up here the other day there was a man who 
lives on the banks of the Brazos got on the train at Granbury, 
on the banks of the Brazos, and looking down at it he said, 
" Wouldn't you like to see BoB HENRY trying to come up that 
sand flat on a boat." [Laughter.] 

Now. I haT"e not made a motion to strike this item out. Mem
bers of this House jump up and get red in the face and defend 
propositions in their own districts, and then when they come 
to vote e\ery fellow who has got a dime in the bill sticks to the 
committee. The Trinity and Brazos RiT"ers are just as good 
and better projects than hundreds in this bill. That is the 
reason I call attention to these riYers. I know what I am 
talking about when it comes to the Trinity and the Brazos. 
I have been there and waded across them; I never bad to swim. 
I have driven cattle and horses back and forth across them; 
yes, and could spit across them in places. Sometimes they get 
up so you c..'ln not spit aero s them. Right at this time yon 
can not spit across them, I guess. It has been raining a lot 
lately. [Laughter.] Here is an editorial comment from a 
paper printed on the banks of the Trinity, 30 miles above navi
gation: 

COXORATUL.A.TIONS, DALLAS ! 
The navigation of the Trinity River is an as ured fact we Jearn from 

the Dallas newspapers. ocn the chug chug of the panting engines as 
they propel the •• big steame·r " down the muddy waters of the Trinity 
will re ound throughout the State, and farmers, awe- tricken, will gaze 
upon the strange and unusGal sight as did the farmers along the banks 
of the Hudson when Fulton's Foll1} wended its way in the shadows 
of the Palisades years andlears ago. 

Entet· Dougla8 t1w Th1r , the palatial craft that will cleave its 3 
feet of draft from Dallas toward the blue waters of the Gulf. Enter 
the davs of the old Missi sippi River steamboat-light draft, high 
speed, the deep blue skv limit. the bar then ran from stem to stern ... the 
gay old cavaliers who planted corn and consumed it in its liquid rorm. 

We are ~l,!J.d to know that i:he Douglas the Tlzird is to be a "big 
steamer." Measurements are 78 feet in length-not quite the distance 
between the home plate and first base-

[Laughter.] 
She is 20 feet wide, just the combined length of 7 baseball bats, and she 
draws from 2i to 3 feet of water. If the floods hold up, she may be able 
to make her maiden trip before waiting for the winter freshets. In time 
of war ~he Douglas the Tlzird might be lea.sed to Carranza and Villa as 
a gunboat to dock at the El Paso navy yard and patrol the Rio Grande. 

We are not jealous. We arc happy and gay in the thought that the 
good old days of the Mississippi, immortalized by Mark Twain, are 
aboat to return, and we, too, may have some of the joys whleh were 
the part of om· fathers. Hasten the day. 

I said that everybody in Texas not directly interested in the 
propositions knows that the Trinity and Brazos Rivers are not 
navigable. The gentleman from the Brazos has gone. The gen
tleman from the Trinity is here. Last year both the gentleman 

from the Brazos and the Trinity disputed that and jumped on 
me with both feet I have some letters from prominent citizens 
giving their "'Views on the Trinity's navigability. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman's time has expired. 
l\Ir. CALLAWAY. I ask five minutes more. 
Mr. HUMPHREY of Washington. Reserving the right to 

object for a moment, are those letters about the Trinity? 
l\lr. CALLAWAY. Yes. 
l\fr. HUMPHREY of Washington. I will not object, bot the 

Trinity River is not in the bill. 
Mr. CALLA WAY. Oh, yes, it is. Here is an appropriation 

of $15,000-a little measly appropriation compared with that fol" · 
the Brazos. 

I will prove by the proponent of this Trinity River project 
that these · are good, substantial, leading, and public-spirited 
citizens. 

Hon. OscAR CALLAWAY, 
Washington, D. 0. 

. CITTZE~S' NATIOXAL BA..~K, 
lfa:r:ahachie, Te:c., Janua111 so, 191.3. 

DEAR Sm : I wish to commend you for your course on the rivers 
and harbors appropriation bill. That you are right in your position: 
there can be no question. Money appropriated to make navigable 
dry creeks hundreds of miles away from tidewater is money wasted. 
How so-called engineers can make favorable reports on such schemes is 
past comprehension. But they do it. Many seem to think the Govern
ment a big institution, with money without limit, and that every dollar 
they can get from the Government, by any means, is fair. and that the 
people are gainers to that extent, when ·in truth all governments, as 
purely governments, are paupers. Every dollar the Government has 
must come from the people. If all these foolish appropriations were 
placed where good results would follow, it would be commended. Why 
Congressmen will vote for such wild, foolish appropriations is pas ing 
strange. It can only be assigned to ignorance or insincerity. The 
people are getting tired of such foolishness. I have heard many com
mend you for your stand. 

Yours, truly, 0. E. DUNLAP. 

Here is :;t letter from a man who has some interest in this ap
propriation. Listen to what he says: 

THE CITIZE~S' NATIO~AL BANK, 
TVa:rahachie, Tex., ApriZ 1, 1914. 

Hon. OscAR CALLAWAY, 
Washington, D. 0. 

DEAR Srn: From press reports I note that you have been opposed t.o 
further appropriations for the furtherance of the propo ed navi~ation 
of the Trinity River. I do not think this a practical project at ail, and 
I wish to congratulate you on the fair. unprejudiced stand yon have 
taken, especially so in the face of all the opposition and criticism this 
stand has brought upon you. Personally the cleaning and clearing of 
the underbrush along the river would be of much personal benefit to me~ 
as I have considerable land adjoining same, but I do not think it ri~ht 
that the funds of the Federal Govemment should be used in bringmg 
this about, although, as stated, should the Trinity be made a navigable 
stream, it wollld be of considerable benefit to me and a project which 
would meet wtth my hearty support could I conscientiously believe it 
practicable, which I do not. 

With best wishes to yourself, I am, 
Yours, verJ truly, R. W. GETZEXDA..'\Em. 

Now, if that is the sentiment of the people alon(J' its banks
and I take it that it is the sentiment of the people all along 
these little intermittent creeks and inconsequential harbors 
everywhere-why continue to waste the public money? When 
I made the fight a big, red-headed, freckle-faced man from 
Comanche, who had moved over to Dallas, told me that when 
the fight was going on and the two gentlemen from Texas were 
jumping on me, and papers down home printing what they were 
saying, the citizens of Dallas were saying on the streets of 
Dallas that CALLAWAY is right about it; it is a farce, but we 
want the money spent down here. He said that I might quote 
him. He was at that time and is now a citizen of Dallas. 

The chamber of commerce at Fort Worth sent me a wire. and 
the gentleman from the Trinity read it last year, asking me to 
support the appropriation. That came from the chamber of 
commerce. ·It was not the views of the body of the p~opl-e. 
I went home and I stood on the banks of the Trinity River, at 
Fort Worth, the place that wire came from, and spoke against 
such waste and carried that county . OT"er the man \\lJn " ·as 
opposed to me, who lived there, by 1,500 votes. Why? The 
people there know that it is foolish. Mattewan Creek, Kis
simme, the Little Pedee, and all these little, inconsequential and 
interlnittent creeks are projects upon which it is foolish to 
spend money. There is no use in arguing that the railroad is 
behind this opposition. That is begging the question. Every 
common-sense man can see the foolishness in trying to beat 
down the freight on the railroads by appropriations while the 
Interstate Commerce Comlnission are raising the rates by rul
ings that the railroads may live. 

Mr. TREADWAY. 1\ir. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent 
to extend my remarks in the REco.Rn on the Brazos River. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from l\fa sachn tts asks 
unanimous consent to extend his remarks. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 
The pro forma amendment was withdrawn. 
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1\[r. BEALL of Texas. Ur. Chairman, I ask unanimous con
sent to proceed for 10 minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Texas asks unani
mous consent to proceed for 10 minutes. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. BEALL of Texas. Mr. Chairman, when the gentleman 

from Wisconsin began to cast aspersions on Texas projects I 
felt some irritation. When the gentleman from Massachusetts 
[Mr. TREADWAY] began to attack the riyer on which my friend 
HENRY liYes and called it the Brayz6s, I began to be indignant; 
but when my own colleague [1\Ir. CALLAWAY] launched forth in 
an attack upon the Trinity, which is really the best project in 
the riYer and harbor bill. my indignation swells to the point 
where it can be no longer suppressed. 

He attempts to claim some sort of knowledge with respect 
to the Trinity and Brazos, because. lie says, they run through 
his district. That is not to their credit at all, and, like well
disposed riyers, they leave his district just as soon as they can. 
[Laughter.] 

Mr. CALLAWAY. Will the gentleman yield? They do not 
run out of there at all. 

1\Ir. BEALL of Texas. Oh, yes; they do run. They do not 
even hesitate about it. Now. my friend from Texas says that 
Fort Worth is upoP the Trinity River. 'l'his river, as its name 
indicates, has three forks, two of which are yery wet and one 
of which is dry. The dry fork happens to be the fork upon 
which Fort Worth is situated; and this may account for some 
of the things said and orne of the things written by citizens of 
Fort Worth in opposition to the canalization of the Trinity 
Riyer. Fort Worth is now a good town. At one time it was 
an ambitious town; it even e ayed to be the riYal of the great 
city of Dallas. That was in the past. It has been overshad
owed and has now l>ecorne nn intere ting suburb of Dallas. to 
which the peovle of that city like to go to find peaceful quietude 
and rest. 

I was O\~er there a few months ago myself. I found that it 
still attempts to imi tate the ways of sure enough cities. In the 
middle of one of the pt1incipal streets I saw a policeman stand
ing. It seemed to me that he must have been 7 feet in height. 
I had a few minutes to wnit for a car after haying fini hed 
pitching hor e hoes and wanted to find some other kind of diver
sion, and so I ambled up to this policeman and aid: "What are 
you doing?" He ~:=aid, ''I am a traffic policeman in Fort 
Worth." I 1ooked up and down both streets, but saw few 
vehicles. I said, " How do you like your job?" He :::;aiJ, "Oh, 
fine, except that I get o darned lonesome." [Laughter.] Mr. 
Chairman, my friend reads letters from two very estimable 
gentlemen from my own home town of Waxahachie w·ho do not 
have faith in the Trinity River project. There are people there 
who have not-in the language of Billie Sunday-" hit the 
trail,. nnd hare not been converted to see its merits. There are 
benighted people tbere just as there are some benighted people 
in the House of ItepresentatiYes who ·will not agree that the 
Trinity RiYer project is one of superlatiYe merit. There were 
people in my friend CALLAWAY's di trict who were so unappre
ciative of him that ~ereral thousand of them voted against him, 
and probably more than two in his home town would Yolunteer 
the written opinion that it would be far easier to " improve " 
the Trinity River than to "improve" him. I really admire 
my colleague very much, and my regret is that he h."llo"·s so 
little about what it takes to make a first-class river. 

I was unavoidably kept awny from here before the holidays. 
n I had been here, I believe that Mr. SUMNERS and I, together, 
could hare touched the hearts of the genial, kindly chairman 
and of the other members of the committee and. could have 
persuaded them to give a more generous recognition of the 
Trinity than is contained in this bill. I have no criticism to 
make of them. I suppose they did the very best they could. 
I am sure thnt they patiently · and laboriously considered all 
of these many 11rojects, and that conditions beyond their control 
compelled them to select some for present appropriation and to 
require others to await the next bill. I say this much in compli
ment of them. I think that if they had giyen the Trinity more 
than they did I could have said a good deal more in praise and 
compliment of them. [Laughter and applause.] They should 
not expect $100,000 worth of praise in exchange for only $15,000 
of appropriation. 

1\lr. CALLA WAY. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 
1\lr. BEALL of Texas. Yes. 
Mr. CALLAWAY. Does not the gentleman think that the 

Trinity is as good a proposition as the Brazos? 
Mr. BEALL of Texas. Of course the gentleman thinks that. 

The gentleman thinks that the Trinity River is the best of 
the two. 

Mr. CALLA WAY. Did not the gentleman from the Brazos 
say in his speech last year that the Trinity was just as good as 
the Brazos? 

Mr. BEA.L.L of Texas. I think that is uniYersally conceded. 
I haYe neYer heard anyone contend that the Trinity was not 
the equal of the Brazos. This project has been before Congress 
for a good many years. It is true it gets only $15,000 in this 
bill, but I do not accept that as any evidence of the fact that 
there is any purpose on the part of the GoYernment to abandon 
the project. I know the circumstances under which this bill 
was made, and I am confident in my expectation that when 
future riYer and harbor bills are made up the Trinity River 
wm be recognized in accordance with its real merits. 

1\lr. Chairman, this is a sort of " swan song'' of mine, so far 
as the Trinity RiYer is concerned. I have struggled here as 
best I could for the last 10 or 12 years, trying to do something 
for this project, because I thought it was of vital importance 
to my section and to my State. I believe it is now, becau e the 
situation down there is a situation that demand some char
acter of relief. During the e 10 or 12 year Congre s has 
dea1t as generously with the Trinity RiYer as conditions would 
permit. Something more than $2 000,000 bave been appro
priated. I think that e\·ery dollar of this sum has been 
secured in the Hou e of Representatives. Sometimes the prog
ress of improvement has seemed discouragingly slow. SeYen 
locks and dams are in proces of construction, anu two more 
have been authorized to the extent of locating and securing 
their ites. 

l\fy colleague [l\lr. CALLAwAY] says that some friend of 
his has adYised him that the people of Dallas ridicule the prop
osition, that they have no faith in it, that they only want the 
appropriation. Let us look at the facts for ju t a minute. ~'or 
the last 20 years the people of Dallas have l>een laboring to 
secure recognition of this project and appropriations for it. 
They gave $66 000 of their own money at one time, when the 
river and harbor bill required it. They have expended thlrty 
or forty thousand. dollars of theiL· own money buying sites for 
locks and darn . They have expended many thousands of 
dollars securing the land nece sary for wharves. They have 
issued bonds to lH'ovide a ewnge-di posal plant that was made 
nece ai·y becau e of the effort to make thi river navigable. 
They haye i sued bonds to the extent of $700,000 therefor, and 
yet my friend indulges in the statement that the only interest 
people in Dallas have is to get these appropriations to be spent 
in that section of Texas. 

Mr. CALLAWAY. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. BEALL of Texas. Ye . 
l\lr. CALLAWAY. Fort Worth has issued bonds to take care 

of its sewage. 
1\.Ir. BE..A.LL .of Texas. Yes; but you have no other means of 

disposing of it. 
l\Ir. CALLAWAY. We can turn it into the Trinity River. 
Mr. BEALL of Texas. But you are on the dry fork of the 

Trinity, while we are on the river. Your city undertook it 
because the legislature of the State of Texas passed a law com
pelling yon to do it, and prohibiting you from . emptying your 
sewage into the Trinity River, while the people of Dallas under· 
took it years ago in order to aid this undertaking in which they 
haYe proven their faith. They haYe spent hundreds of thou
sands of dollars in addition to that in building new bridges 
acro .... s the riYer so as not to interfere with and obstruct nayi
gation. 

The CIU..IRl\lAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 
Mr. BEALL of Texas. Mr. Chairman, I ask for fire minutes 

more. 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentl.eman from Texas asks tmaui

mous consent to proceed for fiye minutes. Is there objection? 
[After a pause.] The Chair hears none. 

1\fr. BEALL of Texas. The Government has appropriated 
something like $2,000,000, but for every dollar that the Gov
ernment has appropriated the people of Dallas, the people who, 
according to my colleague, have no faith in the project and no 
interest except to secure Federal appropriations, haYe expended 
or have assumed obligations for an equal amount. 

I will not go into the question as to the freight situation down 
there. It has been referred to many times before and in con
nection with other items in this bill. It i3 a desperate effort ot 
the people in central Texas to find some avenue of escape. to 
find some means of relieving themselves of a situation that is au 
intolerable situation, a situation that handicaps them, a situa
ti,on that impedes their progress and their prosperity, and yet, 
in spite of all this, my friend, who represents the district con
taining a city that is the rival of Dallas, says that it is an un
worthy project; that the people there have no faith in it; that 
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.they ridkule It; .and yet for every dolla:r tha't the · Government 
has -put rinto it the people of Dalla'S, becau e of the fact 'that 
they were iutere ted in making this ri\er ,navigable ha\.e con
tributed or a sumed obligations for an equal amount. 

Tow, 1\lr. Chairmim. ever since I ha>e been here l)eople ha\e 
been trying to poke fun at the T1inity Ri,er. In most instances 
it was becau e they did ·not know anything about it; becan e 
they did not appreciate our situation. If we had in Texas a 

1bi~~er and better rh·er t1wn the Trinity, of course, that would 
be the one we would want ·impro\ed. We ha\e not, and we are 
compeHed to accept the , itnation ns tt is. 

\Ve are sorry, far more sorry than you a-re, that there bns 
been a que tion or thnt there co.uld be a question about the 
water supply of the Trinity River. There is no question except 
with reference to section 1, from Dallas down to the junction 
with tlie Ea. t Fork. a distance of 50 miles. The Government 
undertook tbe project knowing .that there was orne question 
about the water supply in section 1. 'Mr. BURTON, who was 
then chnirman of the ommlttee on Rrvers and Harbors, knew 
the condition, knew that in certuin seasons the flow of water 
in the ri\er wn~· small, and yet because of the situation in .that 
great agricultural section he decided thut the effort to canalize 
Trinity Ri>er should be made. 

Gentlemen poke fun at it and say they began the improve- 1 

. m~nt at the head of the ri>er illstearl of at the mo.uth. They ' 
did. Congre s tran ferred the appropri::t~ion that had been 
made for the 1ower . ection of the ri\er to the upper, because 
it was recognizefl that if the firs~t 50 miles could be canalized 
and made na>igable there was no que tion about the balance -of 
the ri>er, and the ~truggle has been to try to complete the 
cnnalization of the fir t 50 miles of the ri>er. We h.a\e a lock 
and dam at White Rock SboaJs, anotheT at Hurricfi.Ile Slioa1s, 
two places ori the lower · .stretches of the rive~· whei:e there 
are obstructions. because it was reasoned if we could canalize 
th~ fir t 50 miles and then ·have locks and dams at places 
where there are obstructions, that during a larue part of every 
year, ury years, wet yen rs; all kinds of · year , we would have 
a n vigable rh·er for fr m 6 to 10 month of the year depending 
upon the varying rainfall. You take the Ohio and other rivers 
of the .Xorth and Ea. t; they are · ometimeB affected by low 
wi1tt>r, but almost every year they are frozen o\er for months 
in the wh1ter, and this condition obstruct nangation just as 
sur . ly ancl ju t as effectually as ~ny condition of low water 
would affect tbe mnigation of the Trinity lliver . • It does not 
make any difference w_hat the. earn e is ·that interfers with 
na ligation; if it is interfered with. the result is just the same. 

The CHAIR~LL.~. The time of the gentleman has eipired. , 
'Mr. BEALL of Texas. Mr. Chairman. I am ashamed to 

then they have · 'Proposed to inBure it against tire. [Laugh
ter.] And then they have advised that the bed of it should be 
us d for the right of way for a railroad running from Dallas 
down to the ~Gulf. My colleague [Mr. CALLAWAY] ~ claims to 
have waded it many times. All these statements have been 
very funny, but the improvement of the ri,er has -gone steadily 
on, and it will go on. In my opinion gentlem~n will not be 
able to defeat this nnQ.ertaking by ridicule, becau e the men 
upon .this committee kno.w more about the situation than the 
would-be funny men who attempt to indulge in humor at the 
expen e of that :project that means so much to that section of 
Texas. 

I thank you. [Applause.] 
.Mr. SUi\11\".ERS. Mr. Chairman, in order thnt I may not be 

precluded, I want to _ ask unanimous .consent that before thls 
item is J>assed--I understand the motion for the committee io 
rise is about to be made-I be gi>en an opportunity to speak 
to it for 10 minutes. I shall not ask for that priYHege now. 
I understand that the House wants to adjourn, but I do ~sk 
before the item is passed that I be allowed that privilege. 

The CHAIRMAN. WheneYer the gentleman desires to make 
that reque t the Chair will put it. The Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
Cypress B'ayou, Tex. and La. : For maintenance, $.2,ooq . 
:Mr. SU~1XERS. Mr. Chairman--
The CHAJR~L~N. Does the gentleman from Texas desire to 

make any Tequest now? 
Mr. 'SUMNERS. I do not want to Interfere with the com~ 

mittee. 
l\Ir. SP .AR.Kl\ll\.l~. l would suggest to the gentleman that he 

might speak to the next ite.J.:.! when we -reach it. I was about 
to ·move to .rise. 

.Jr. MA::.'-.~. Let the first Axkansa·s item ·be read. 
The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read. 
'The Ole:rk read us follows : 
Ooacbita River, Ark. nnu La.: For maintenance of improvement by 

open·chann~l work up to Camden, $25,000. 
IU.r. SPARKMAN.. .:Mr. Chairman, I move that the .committee 

do now rise. 
The motion was agreed to. 
The committee accorilinO'ly rose; nnd the Speaker having re

sumed the chair, Mr. RAINEY, Chairman of the Committee of 
the Whole House on the -state of the Union, reported that the 
committee had had under consideration the bill (H. R. 20189.) 
making appropriations for the construction, repair, and preserva
tion of certain pnblic works on rivers and harbors, and far 
other .purposes, and bad come to no resolution thereon. · 

take fiye minute more. It js SO rare that I ask for time Of 'ENROLLED BILLS "PRESENTED TO THE· PRESIDENT FOR HIS APPROVAL. 
the committee· that I want to ask its induigence while this item Mr. ASHBROOK, from the Committee on ~nro1led Bills, re
is up. · · _ported that this day they had presented to the President ~f the 

The CiiAIR~\IA~. Does the uentleman ask unanimous con- United States, for his approval, the following bills and joint 
sent for five minutes more? "' re_so1ution: · 

1\lr. REALL of Texas. I do. H .. 'R. 8060. An act to regulate the "immigration of aliens to 
The CHAIRMAJ.~. Is there objection?. [After a pause.] The and the residence of alien in· the United States'; . ·· 

Chnir bears ·none. · H. R. 5195. An act for the relief of the Atlantic Canning Co.; 
Mr. REALL of Texas. Now, with all of these locks and dams and 

in section 1 authorized. and with all but two constructed or H. J. Res. 234. Joint resolution directing the selection ~fa sit~ 
approaching completion, we thought it was not unreasonable to for the ~rection of a statu~ in Washingt~n. D. C., to the memory 
hope for an appropriation in this bill sufficient to begin the con- of tbe late Maj. Gen. George Gordon Meade. 
struction of these two which would complete the improvement 'LEAVE oF ABSENCE. 
of section 1. When that is completed we believe the project By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as 
will be a success. If it should not be, we will grieve .far more follows: . 
than you, because it will mean the di appointment of the hopes To ~ir . . BownLE, for three days, so as to deliver an address at 
of o many people who have been looking for and praying for Cincinnati. 
f;orue kind of relief. 

Gentlemen have not succeeded during the past 10 years in To Mr. TALBOTT of Maryland, indefinitely, on account of sick-

driving the Trinity River out of court by attempting to ridicule n~s~ Mr. ·o'SHAUNESSY, for two weeks, on account of illness. 
it. They will not in the future. It is a recognized Governrilent 
project. and the improvement of it is going on. .My successor 
and the other Repre entatives from Texas interested w:ill see 
to it that in the next riYer and harbor bill there will be an 
adequate appropriation for the Trinity River. 

Trinity Ri\er has served one purpo:::;e at least. It has given 
certain· gentlemen an opportunity to indulge in many witti
cisms that otherwi e might have beeu denied them. 1 hope 
that in the future, if witticisms are indulged in, they will be 
new ones. I want to tell you now that some of the old ones 
are .getting stale. They ba ve talked about the boring of ar
tesian wells up at the head of the river. That has done duty 
for 10 or 12 years. It should be barred by limitation in the 
future. They have talked about macadamizing it, und gen
tlemen have grown hilarious over the suggestion. We .have 
he::: d that down ·in Texas until it bas gotten old, too . .And 

"EXTENS10N OF REMARKS. 

Mr. GOODWIN of Arkansas. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous 
consent to extend my remarks in the RECORD on the subject of 
the Red River. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Arkan!=:aS asks unani
mous consent to extend _his remarks in the REcoRD on the sub
ject of the Red Ri,er. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. HUMPHREY of Washington. Mr: Speaker, I ask unani

mous consent to extend my remarks on the income-tax section 
of the present tariff law. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Wa hington asks unani
mous consent to extend in the RECORD some remarks on th~ 
income-tax of ..the present ·tariff law. Is there objection? 

.There was no .objection. 

. , 
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HOUR OF MEETING NEXT TUESDAY. 
.Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent 

that when the House adjourns on Monday next it adjourn to 
meet at 11 o'clock on the following Tuesday. On account of 
the approaching end of this session, I think it is necessary to 
·drive these bills, although I recognize it is entirely proper for 
gentlemen who are interested in them to have a reasonable 
opportunity to state the wishes of their constituents and to 
voice such criticism r.__; they desire against a bill on the floor. 
I realize also that if these bills are not pushed from now on it 
may jeopardize their pas age, and I therefore hope that when 
the House meets on Tuesday it will try to stay in session until 
this bill is passed. 

The SPEAXER. The gentleman from Alabama [Mr. UNDER
wooD] asks unanimous consent that when the House adjourns 
next Monday it adjourn to meet at 11 o'clock a. m. on Tuesday. 
Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 
ADJOURNMENT. 

. l\Ir. SPARKMAN. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House do 
now adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; accordingly (at 6 o'clock and 20 
minutes p. m.) the House adjourned until Monday, January-18, 
l915, at 12 o'clock noon. 

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, ETC. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, executive communications were 
taken from the Speaker's table and referred as follows : 

1. Letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, submitting an 
_estimate of appropriation which has been approved by the 
President in the sum of $50,000. to extend to the Governments 
of Central and South America an invitation to send representa
tives to a conference with the Secretary of the Treasury, in 
the city of Washington, and representative bankers of the 
United States, with a view to establishing closer and more 
satisfactory financial relations between their countries and the 
United States (H. Doc. No. 1493); to the Committee on Appro
priations and ordered to be printed. 

2. Letter from the Secretary of War, submitting answers to 
questions propounded in House resolution No. 698, adopted by 
the House of Representatives on January 14, 1915 (H. Doc. No. 
1492) ; to the Committee on Military Affairs and ordered to 
be printed. . 

3. Letter from the assistant clerk Court of Claims, trans
mitting a certified copy of the findings of fact in the case of 
Sarah F. Tronwith, executrix of C. F. Simpson, deceased, v. 
The United States (H. Doc. No. 1494); to the Committee on 
:war Claims and ordered to be printed. 

4. Letter from the as istant clerk Court of Claims, trans
mitting certified copy of the findings of fact in the case of John 
M. Seigle, widower of Caroline Seigle, v. The United States 
(H. Doc. No. 1405); to the Committee on War Claims and or-

. dered to be printed. 
_ 5. Letter from the assistant clerk Court of Claims, trans
mitting certified copy of the findings of fact and conclusion in 
the case of the trustees of Liberty Springs Missionary Baptist 
Chti rch, of Stewart County, Tenn., v. The United States (H. 
Doc. No. 1496); to the Committee on War Claims and ordered 
to be printed. · 

G. Letter from the assistant clerk Court of Claims, trans
mitting certified copy of findings af fact and conclusion in the 
case of James H. Trimble, son of James H. Trimble, deceased, v. 
.The United States (H. ·Doc. No. 1497); to the Committee on 
War Claims and ordered to be printed. 
· 7. Letter from the assistant· clerk Court of Claims, transmit

ting ~ertified copy of the findings of fact and conclusion in the 
case of Ma_ude Taylor, daughter of John C. Taylor, deceased, v. 
The United States (H. Doc. No. 1498) ; to the Committee on 
War Claims and ordered to be printed. 

REPORTS OF CO:.\UIITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, bills and resolutions were sev
erally reported from committees, delivered to the Clerk, and 
referred to the several. calendars therein named, as follows: 
-· 1\Ir. YOUNG of Texas, from the· Committee on Agriculture, to 
which was referred the bill (S. 2278) granting the El Paso & 
Rock Island Railway Co. a right of way for its pipe lines and 
re ervoir upon the Lincoln Nati()nal Forest for the carrying and 
storage of water for railroad purposes, reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1288), which said 
bill and report were referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union. 

\ 

Mr. WALTERS, from the Committee on the District of Co
lumbia, to which was referred tLe bill (H. R. 18383) to provide 
better sanitary conditions in composing rooms within the Dis
trict of Columbia, reported the same with amendment, accom
pained by a report (No. 1289) which said bill and report were 
referred "to the House Calendar. 

Mr . .MOO~, from the Committee on the Po t Office and Po t 
Ro~ds .. to which was referred the bill (S. 1701) to admit legis
lative Journals of State and Territorial legislatures to the mails 
as second-class mail matter, reported the same without amend
ment, accompanied by _a report (No. 1290), which said bill and 
report were referred to the House Calendar. 

CHANGE OF REFEllEKCE. 
Under clause 2 of Rule XXII, the Committee on Invalid Pen

sions was discharaed from the consideration of the bill (H. n. 
20 04) for the relief of William P. Nason, and the same was re
ferred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND lllEMORIAI-S. 
Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, re olutions, and memorials 

were introduced and severally referred as follows: . 
By Mr. PADGETT: A bill (H. R. 20975) making appropria

tions for the naval service for the fiscal year ending June 30.-
1916, and for other purpo es; to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union. 

By Mr._ RAKER: A bill (H. R. 20976) to prohibit the coming 
of Asiatic laborers into the United States, and for other pur
poses; to the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. KENT: A bill (H. R. 20977) to provide for the estab
lishment of a life-saving station in the vicinity of Duxbury 
Reef, Cal.; to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com-
merce. · 

By Mr. CRAMTON: A bill (H. R. 20078) authorizing the 
Secretary of the Treasury to make refund in certain ca es of 
sums of money paid in settlement of income-tax penaltie in 
excess of existing regulations; to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 

By l\lr. STEPHENS of California: A bill (H. R. 2007!)) re
lating to experts, -their appointment by the court or a judge 
thereof, and providing for their compensation and manner of 
examination as witnesses; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. CONNOLLY of Iowa: A bill (H. R. 20080) to enlarge, 
extend, remodel, and modernize the post-office building at Water
loo, Iowa; to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. ADAMSON: A bill (H. R. 21005) to preyent, prohibit. 
and punish frauds and cheating -and swindling in interstate and 
foreign commerce; to the Committee on Inter tate and Foreigu 
Commerce. -

By Mr. BLAC~MO~: Joint resolution (H. J. Res. 403) to 
authorize the ·secret-ary of War to grant permi ion to · tho 
Southern Commercial C-ongress to place a tablet at Gamboa, 
Canal Zone, as a memorial to the· late Senator John T. 1\Iorgan · 
to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. ' 

By Mr. LOBECK: Joint resolution (H. J. Res. 404) author
izing an embargo on commerce under certain conditions; to the 
Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By .Mr. MURRAY: Re olution (H. Res. 704) referring the 
bill (H. R. 20890) for the relief of the Iowa Indians of Okla
homa to the Court of Claims for a finding of fact and conclu
sions of law; to the Committee on Indian Affair . 

By Mr. J. M. C. SMITH: .Memorial of the Legislature of the 
State of Michigan protesting against the seamen's bill; to th~ 
Committee on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries. · 

PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS. 
Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions 

were introduced and severally referred as follows: 
By Mr. ADAIR: A bill (H. R. 20981) granting an increase of 

pension to Thomas J. Cartwright; to the Committee on InyaJid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. BROUSSARD: A bill (H. R. 200 2) for the relief of 
Elodie Dejoie; to the Committee on _ War Claim . 

By Mr. BRUCKNER: A bill (H. R. 209 3) granting an in
crease of J?ension to Joseph Zeimer; to the Committee on In-
valid Pensions. · 
- By 1\Ir. CAMPBELL: A bill (H. R. 20084) granting an in
crease of pension to Samuel Ratcliff; to the Committee on :inva
lid Pensions. 

By l\fr. CARY: A bill (H. R. 20085) granting an increase of 
pension to Jame S. Case; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. CONNOLLY of Iowa: A om · (H. R. 200 6) grunting 
a pension to George Critzman; to the Committee on Pensions. 

/ 
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.· A1so, a bill (H. -R. 20987) granting ·rr pension t~ ·John 
Powers; to the Committee on Inmlid Pensions. · 

G. Mus .. · H. P: Holler, of \){lshington, D. C.; G. l\I. Hirsch, of 
Portland, Oreg.; F~ir Play League, of Newark, N. J.; Wilbur 

. Als9, a _pill (H. R. 20988) for the relief of Henry H. Steven- Hyde, of Sioux Falls, S. ·Dak.; F. B. Lohmeyer and J. V. Jen
son; to tbe Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. COX: A bill ·(H. R. 209 9) granting a pension to 
john Pennington; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By .Mr. GOULDEN: A bill (H. R. 20990) granting a pension 
to .Ge01:ge M. Griffith.; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. GRIFFIN: A bill (H. R. 20991) granting :i pension 
to James Daly; to the ·Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
1 B:v Mr. HAl\IIL'fO.N of New York: A bill (H. R. 20992) 
granting an increase of pension to Samuel Massey; to the Com
mittee on Invalid Pensions . 
. By Mr. HI't\~S: A bill (H. R. 20993) granting a pension to 
Clara J.' Sherbin;ne: to the Committee on Pensions. 
· By 1\Ii·. KETT't\~R: A bill (H. R. 20994) granting an in
crease of pension to George R. Smith ; to the Committee on 
Pensions. 
· By -1\Ir.- LENROOT: A bill (H. R. 20995) granting an increase 
of pension to Jordon J. McCann; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 
• By :Mr. LESHER : A bill (H. R. 20996) granting an increase 
Of pension to William Raup; to the Committee on Pensions. 
. By l\Ir. MOss· of west Virginia: A bill (H. R. 20997) grant
ing an increase of pension to Oscar Hoce; to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 
· By l\Ir. NEELY of West Virginia :.A bill (H. R. 20998) grant
ing an increase of pension to Lydia Ann Hagan; to the Com
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. Sl\IIrH of Maryland: A bill (H. R. 20999) granting 
a pension to Marian E\a Keyes; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. SMITH of Minnesota: A bill (H. J;t. 21000) granting 
n vension to Imogene P. Ingersoll; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. THO~IAS : A bill (H. R. 21001) granting a pension 
to Elizabeth Wilson; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
. AI o, a bill (H. R. 21002) granting an increase of pension to 
James 1\I. Silvey; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
. Br 1\Ir. TRIBBLE: A bill (H. R. 21003) granting a pension 
to William A. Abney ; to the Committee on Pensions. · 
. By l\Ir. WILLIAMS: A bill (H. R. 21004) granting an in
crea e of pension to John W. Gahan; to the Committee on 
Pen ions. 

By .Mr. OLDFIELD: A bill (H. ll. 21006) granting an in
crease of pension to Margaret 1\IcHenley; to the Committee on 
Invalid 'Pensions. · 

kins, of Ne~- York City; L. A; Plass, of Br.ooklyn, N. Y.; Rein
hold Liebau, of Eau ·Claire, Wis.; John L. Harris, of Kelso, 
Wash.; J. E. Engstad and 0. E . Naegele, of l\Iinneapolis, Minn.; 
Prof. L. Fuerbringer, German Roman Catholic Central Verein, 
and ·F . Pfeiffer, of St. Louis, 1\Io.; J. L. Taylor & Co., American 
Chamber of Commerce, and Francis Taresch, of New York 
City.; C. A. Heimer_t, of Pittsburgh, Pa.; H. F. Wagner Insur
ance Co., of .Minneapolis, Minn. ; German-American Stadtver
bun<l, of Holyoke, Mass.; George Skuette, Manitowoc, Wis.; 
German-American National Association, of Denison, Tex.; Cit
i.zens' State Bank of Onaga, Kans. ; H: H: Kern, of Banner 
Springs, Kans.; Christian Irion, St. Louis, 1\Io., and Carl S. von 
Logan, of Mount Vernon, N. Y., in favor of the bill to prohibit 
the manufactur~ and sale of ·arms ancl munitions of war to the 
belligerent nations of Europe; to the Committee on Foreign 
Affairs. -

By Mr. BORCHERS: Petition of citizens of Champaign, DI., 
protesting against export of munitions of war by the United 
States;· to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. BROUSSARD : Papers to accompany bill for relief 
of Elodie Dejoie; to the Committee on War Claims. 
- By Mr. DILLON: Petition of citizens of Parkston and Dimock, 
S. Dak., favoring the passage of House joint resolution 377, 
relative to shipment of war materials; to the Committee on 
Foreign Affair . 

By Mr. DRISCOLL: Petition of citizens of New York, against 
violation of neutrality; to the Committee o.n Foreign Affairs. 

By ~lr. EAGAN : Memorial of consistory of the German Evan
gelical Chm·rh, of North Bergen, N. J., relative to the violation 
of the spirit of neutrality in the United State ; to the Com-
n;Iittee on Foreign Affairs. . 

By l\fr. ESCH: Petition signed by H. Brandt a~d 217 other 
citizens of Neillsville, Wis., urging enactment of legislation to 
prohibit the exportation of munitions of war from the United 
~tates; to the Committe~ on Foreign Affairs . 

AI ·o, papers in support of H. R. 20914, granting an increase 
of pension to· Robert L. Ferguson; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, petition signed by H. Burmester and 41 other citizens 
of La Valle, Wi ., urging 'passage of legislation prohibiting the 
exportatifm of niunitions of war from the United States; to 
the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

AI o, petition signed by Rev . . G. A. Westerhaus and '3s other 
citizens of Elroy, Wis., urging legislation to prohibit the ex-

PETITIONS, ETC. portation of munitions of war from the United States; to 
Under clause 1 of Rnle XXII. petitions and papers were laid the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

on the Clerk's desk and referred as follow : . By Mr. GOEKE: Petition of Lima (Ohio) Branch of the 
By the SPEAKER (by request) : Petition of citizen of Wash- German Alliance, favoring House joint resolution 377. to for

ington, l\Io., favoring bill prohibiting export of arms; to the bid export of arms; to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 
Committee on Foreign ·Affairs. By l\lr. GRAHAl\I of Pennsylvania: Petition of 1\Ianufac
: Also, petition of St. Antbony's Young Men's Society, Hermann, tnrers' Club of Philadelphia, favoring an amendment to the 
Mo., favoring bill prohibiting export of arms; to the Committee present tariff laws; t(\ the Committee on Ways and l\Ieans. 
on Foreign Affairs. · By 1\Ir. ILUIILTON of New York: Papers to accompany 

AI o, petition of Retail Grocers' Protective Association, of House bill 207 9, granting an increase of pension to Thomas 
SL Charles, l\fo., favorfrig House re olution 530 , to tax mail- r Covell; to the Committee on Invalid Pen ions. 
order house ; to the Committee on Ways and Means. _ _ 1 By l\Ir. KETTNER: Memorial of citizens of Orange, Cal., 

By Mr. BAILEY: Memorial of Johnstown (Pa.) Turn-Verein, favoring pa ~age of House joint resolution 377, relative to ship
faYoring passnge of House joint resolution 377; to the Com- ment of munitions of war; to the Committee on F.oreign Af-
mittee on Foreign Affairs. fairs. · 
... AI o. petition of l\1. N. McGeary, of Johnstown, Pa., pro- By l\Ir. KIESS of Penn ylvania: Papers to accompany House 
testing against amendment to the Post Office appropriation bill bill 2704. for the relief of William C. Taylor; to the Committee 
relative to the freedom of the press, etc.; to the Committee on on Im·alicl Pension . 
the Post Office and Post Roads. By Mr. LONERGAN: Protest of Branch 1088 of Polish Na-

Al o, petition of D . .M. Bare & Co., J. P. Martin, John B. tional Alliance, Thompsonville, Conn., in re Smith-Burnett im-
1\Iiller, S. H. & W. J. Garber, and George W. Snyder, all of migration bill; to the Committee on· Immigration and Nat
Roaring Spring, Pa., for the passage of Honse bill .530 ; a bill uralization. 
providing for the taxation of ·mail-order houses for local pur- By l\Ir. l\IA.GUillE of Nebraska:· Petition of 50 citizens of 
poses; to tbe Committee on Ways and Means. Lincoln. ~ebr., favoring passage of Senate bill 6683 and House 
: By l\Ir. BARTHOLDT: Petitions of Maryland Citizens' Com- bill 19548, relative to prohibiting selling of munitions of war, 
mittee, of Baltimore, 1\Id. '; Concord Farmers' Club, of Affton, etc.; to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. · 
Mo.; German-American League :md United Irish Societies of By :Mr. MAPES: Memorial of Schiller Tent 171, of l\Iacca
San Francisco, Cal.; V. J. Welcome, of Brawley, Cal.; M. M. bees, Grund Rapids, Mich., asking for the passage of House 
Vust, of Ellsworth~ Minn.; mass meeting of 15,000 citizens of joint resol.ution 377; to the Committee on Foreign Affnirs. 
St. Louis, l\Io.; Kaiser Club, of Jacksonville, Fla.; EJ. M. Kauth By 1\Ir. MOORE: 1\femorial of Branch No. 3, National Asso
& Co. and' E. D. Fisher Commission Co., of Sioux Falls, S. Dak.; dation of Civil Service Employees, of Philadelphia, Pa., urging 
75 citizens· of St.' Louis, 1\io.; Henry Heil Chemical Co. and the passage of the civil-service retirement bill, H. R. 5139; to 
G. R. C. Benevolent Society, of St. Louis, Mo.; German Evan- the Committee on Reform in the Civil Service. 
gelical Protestant Church 'of Pittsburgh, Pa.; 52 citizens of By l\Ir. MORIN: Petition of citizens of Pittsburgh, Pa. , favor
&t. Louis, 1\Io.; Karl Hoffmann and Herman Kabitz, of South ing Hou e joint resoluqon 377, to forbid export of arms; to 
Bend, Ind·; F. J. Kuestenmacller and W. B. Dunn, of Boston, , the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 
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By Mr. NEELY of West Virginia: Papers filed in support of 
bill (H. R. 20998) for the relief of Lydia Ann Hagan; to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By .Mr. RAKER: Petition by citizens of Red Bluff, Cal., favor
ing the enn.ctment of House joint resolutiotl 377, to forbid export 
of arms; to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

Also, petition of citizens of Baltimore, Md., against export 
of arms ; to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

AI o, petition of John J. Freschi, president, and Dominic A. 
Irotta, secretary, of the Union League of Italian-Americans 
of United States, against Burnett immigration bill; to the Com
mittee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

Also, petition of Louis i\I. Cole, president, and Frank Wiggins, 
secretary, Chamber of Commerce, Los Angeles, Cal., favoring 
support by United States Go\ernment of the widow of Gen. A. R. 
Chaffee ; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By .Mr. REILLY of Connecticut: Petition of William I. Bar
ber, .,ecretary of the Hartford (Conn.) Business Men's Asso_
ciat;on, against House joint resolution 372, to provide for a 
national security commi sion; to the Committee on Rules. 

By Mr. SELDOMRIDGE: Petition of citizens of Colorado, 
favoring House joint resolution 377, to forbid export of arms; 
to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

Also, petition of city council of Colorado Springs, Colo., favor
ing Hamill civil-service retirement bill; to the Committee on 
Reform in the Civil Service. 

By Mr. SMITH of Minnesota: Petition of citizens of Minne
apolis, Minn., urging the passage of House joint resolution 377, 
forbidding exportation of munitions of war; to the Committee 
on Foreign A..ffairs. 

By l\Ir. TALCOTT of New York: Petition of members of St. 
.Michael's Society, of Rome, N.Y., protesting against the passage 
of the Smith-Burnett immigration bill; to the Committee on 
Immigration and Naturalization. 

Also, petition .of citizens of the thirty-third congressional dis
trict of New York, protesting against violations of neutrality; 
to the· Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By M1·. VOLLMER: Petition of 1,170 American citizens, favor
in()' adoption of House joint resolution 377, prohibiting the ex
po~'t of war materials; to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

SENATE. 
~1:01-.l)AY, J anuary18, 1915. 

<Legislative day of F·riday, Jan·uary 15, 1915.) 

The Senate reassembled at 11 o'clock a. m., on the expiration 
of the recess. 

DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA .APPROPRIATIONS. 
The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the con

sideration of the bill (H. R. 19422) making appropriations to 
provide for the expenses of the government of the District of 
Columbia for the fiscal year ending Jtme 30, 1916, and for 
other purpo es. 

1\Ir. SMOOT. 1\Ir. President, I suggest the absence of a 
quorum. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Secretary will call the roll. 
The Secretary called the roll, and the following Senators an-

swered to their names : -
Brady Gallinger Norris 
Branuegee Hardwick Overman 
Bryan Hollis Page 
Burleigh James Perkins 
Durton Johnson Pomerene 
Catron Jones Reed 
Cha mberlain Kern Robinson 
Clapp La Follette Saulsbury 
Clark, Wyo. Lane Sheppard 
Colt U!a, Tenn. Shively 
Culberson Lippitt Smith, Ariz. 

ummins Martin, Va. Smith, Ga. 
Dillingham Martine, N. J. Smith, l\1d . . 
Fletcher ::Uyers Smith, l\Iich. 

Smoot 
St~rling 
Stone 
Thomas 
Thornton 
Tillman 
Vardaman 
Walsh 
Warren 
White 
Works 

.Mr. ROBINSON. I was requested to announce that the 
Senator from Arizona [Mr. AsHURST] and the Senator from 
Oklahoma [Mr. OwEN] are unavoidably detained from the 
Chamber on business of the Senate. This announcement may 
stand -for the day. 

The VICE PRESIDE..~T. Fifty-three Senators ha\e answered 
to the roll call. There is a quorum present. The Ohair lays 
before the Senate certain petitions from the Wesley Chapel 
1\fetbodist Episcopal Church, the First United Presbyterian 
Church, and the Petworth Baptist Church, of this city, praying 
for the prohibition of the liquor traffic in the District of Co
lumbia. The petitions will be properly noted in the Journal. 

Mr. THOMAS. Mr. President, I ask unanimous consent to 
have printed in the RECORD, without reading, a letter from Dr. 

Charles M. Emmons in reply to certain correspondence whicli_, 
was put into the RECORD by the Senator from New Hampshire
[1\fr. GALLINGER] a few days ago relating to the site for the , 
Eastern High School. · · 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Without objection, it is so ordered. 
The matter referred to is as follows: 

Ron. C. S. THOMAS, 

EAST WASHINGT-Q~ CITIZE~S' ASSOCIATION, 
Wash·ington, D. a., January 16, 1915. 

United States Senate, Washington, D. a. 
MY DEAR SE~ATOR : Iri view of the personal interest you manifested 

in the·debate on the floor of the Senate in the matter of the selected 
site for the Eastern High School, I deem it but just to yoursel1, as well 
as important to the subject matter, to make brief reply to some state
ments contained .in and inferences that might be drawn from the letters 
of Henry P. Blair and John B. Larner, appe:uing on page 1610 of the 
CONGRESSIONAL RECORD of yesterday's proceedings. '' 

By referring to the assessment books of the District of Columbia it 
will be found the Washington Loan & Trust ·co., as trustee for the 
Equitable Building Association, of this city, controls lot 8 ana part ot 
lot 7 in square 11081 and also, as executor of the estate of J. Sprigg 
Poole, controls lots 40 and 41 in square 1005. These lots are all in
cluded within the boundarie of the proposed purchase. 

The city directory shows that Mr. John B. Larner is vice president 
and general counsel of the said Washington Loan & Trust Co. and is 
also a -director in the said Equitable Building Association. These two 
corporations are very closely connected, as is shown by the fact that 
l\Ir. John Joy Edson is president of both. 

These two corporations with which Mr. Larner Is conected neces
sarily have a fiduciary interl'st in the sale of these properties to the 
District of Columbia. As to the hearing before the board of education, 
mentioned in Mr. Blair's lettl'r, I will state that the present proposed 
site had not been then selected. We appeared before the board of edu
cation to urge the selection of reservation No. 13. As a matter of fact, 
no public hearing whatsoever has been granted or had by the board of 
education or by the District Commissioners with reference to the pur
chase of this proposed site and the closing of the public streets. 

Sincerely, yours, 
CWLES M. EMYO.YS, M. D., 

President East Washington aiti:ens' Association. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 

report of the Committee on Rules. . 
Mr. JONES. 1\Ir. President, I have one letter here that I 

received this morning, which I wish to have read. I simply de. 
sire to say that I have received a great many letters this morn
ing along the same line, but this letter sets out the facts so 
clearly and succinctly that I ask that it be read. I nm glad to 
know that this man is working for a great company and is not 
afraid to expre s his sentiment in regard to this question; that 
he is not afraid the company will call him to task for so doing._ 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there objection? The Chair 
hears none, and the Secretary will read as requested. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

Senator Jmn:s. 

256 Nr~TH STREET NE., 
January 11, J.E15. 

MY DE.AR SIR: Your effort to clear the curse of the saloon from our 
Capital City meets with my approval. Trust that you may clear the 
corner Eleventh and C. Streets N.El, so that a lady may feel safe to 
pass that corner at night. I see no reason for such bu~lness to be 
placed in the eyes of o many homes and children. The nme years we 
have owned our home at Ninth and C Streets NEJ. our lady friends who 
were alone making calls always left early at night, stating they wer'e 
afraid to pass this saloon after dru·k. The colored people seem to be 
the greater number around this saloon. We have two clean sons, 22 
and 24 yettrs and would like to keep them so. Without the saloon I will 
feel more sure. You won't have time to read all such lengthy letters, 
but trust mine may help the cause. 

Very truly, yours, 
WILLIAM A. PIERSO~, 

Passenger aon1uctor, Pennsylt:ania Railroad. 

.Mr. SHEPPARD. I ha\e a brief editorial here from the 
Commoner on this subject which I would be glad to have read._ 

Mr. STONE. I should like to ask if it is the arne editorial 
the Senator from Washington [Mr. JoNES] put in the RECORD 
on Saturday? -

Mr. SHEPPARD. It is not. 
Mr. JONES. I desire to say that the Senator from Washing· 

ton put in no editorial from the Commoner. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there objection? The Chair 

hears none. The Secretary will read as requested. 
The Secretary read as follows : 

NATIONAL PROHIBITIO~ I~ CO~OUESS • 

In the last issue of the Commoner I expressed the opinion that this 
was not an opportune time to propose a national prohibition amend
ment not because of any objection to the pl'inciple involved-! stated 
I wo{ud vote for the amendment if submitted-but becau e the ubmis-
ion of such an amendment at this time would div~ll·t attentl<?n from 

othe1· is ues pressing for consideration without advancing the causj;l of 
prohibition 

On another pa"e will be found the vote upon the amendment. It 
will be seen that "'while it lacked_ the two-thirds nece sary to pass such., 
a resolution it received a majority of eight-a striking pl·oof of the 
growing tide against the liquor business. 

WbJle the brewers and distillers are congratulating them elves that 
the prohibition forces could not secure a two-thirds majority, they aL·e 
looking with blanched faces and trembling hearts upon the declaration, 
solemnly made on roll call, that a clear majority of the people's Repr-e
sentatives -In Congress are arrayed against rum sellin~. . · . 

As it only requires a majority to pass laws, the liquor interests see 
in the vote on the amendment the beginning of the end of their suprel]l~ 
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